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I. THE DEPOSITORY LIBRARY ACT OF 1962

The year 1972 marked the tenth ahniversary of the Depository Library
Ast of 1962 (PL 87-579; 76 Stat. 352) which was approved August 9,1962.
This law revresented the first major change in the depository library
program for U.S. government documents in forty years. In 1922, the pro-
gram had been changed to vermit a denository library to select only those
items which it wanted, rather than having to accept all items offered.
(42 Stat, 436)

History of Earlier Legislation. 1

The depository library program had its origins during the 13th Con-
gress, 2d session when by resolution of December 27, 1813 (3 Stat. 141)
Congress authorized 200 additional copies of certain documents printed
for distribution "for every future Congress" to state and territorial
governments, and to certain academic institutions and historical societies.
The present system of depository libraries is considered to have been es-
tablished in the late 1850's when by joint resolntion of January 28, 1837
(11 Stat. 253) which was further amcaded by joint resolution of March-20,
1858 (11 Stat. 368) the practice of designatiny depository libraries was
formalized. Each representative or delegate wss authorized to designate
one library within his district or territory. By Act“f February 5, 1859
(11 Stat. 3%0) Congress extended the designation privilege to each Sen-
ator, and assigned the program to the Secretary of the Interior.

The General Printing Act of Jemuary 12, 1895 (28 Stat. 611) trans.
ferred resvonsibility for the devository library system from the Depart-
ment cf the Interior to the Government Printing Office, where the program
has since been adwministered by The Superintendent of Documents. The fol-
lowing types of libraries had also been specificaily designated by law
without regard to location: (1) state libraries, one per state; (2) all
land grant college libraries (34 Stat. 1014); (3) libraries of the execu=-
tive departments, one per department; (&) service academy libraries; and
(5) other special designations.

Another landmark was the Act of June 23, 1913 (33 Stat. 75) which
provided that once a depository was dosignated, that designation could
not be removed involuntarily without cause. This was designed to remove
the program from a "spoils system” whereby a Congressman might arbitrar-
ily cancsl a designation to appoint a favored library of his cheice. With
redistricting, this has also resulted in an excess of representative
designated devositories in some districts.

Major Changes In Devository Library sct of 1962,

The main change in the Depository Library Act of 1962 was that which
authorized the establishment of the regional libraries. This also ine
cluded a provision whereby selective depositories could discard any
denository publication which they had held at least five years, with the
permission of the regionel library. This report is concerned specifically

- with the status of the regional library program ten years after the en-

actment of this law: how the responsibilities of regional libraries are
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intervreted, and what programs the reglonal libraries are condnsting to
fulfill these responsibilities. It is based on an analysis of responsos
to a mail questionnaire sent to all regionul litwaries (attached as Ap-
pendix A), review of the literature, and personal visits to regional
libraries. Completed questionnaires were received from 34 regional
libraries. The author is himself the documents librarian at a reglonal
library where he has been personally involved with the program for nearly
five years. However, before proceding to the prinecipal investigation

of this report, a brief review will be made of other major changes tc

the demository library program by the 1962 law.

In addition to the establishment of the regional libraries, the other
major changes resulting from the Depository Library Act of 1962 include
the following:

a. Increased the number of Congressional designations by each
representative and senator from 1 to 2. This theoretically inecreased the
possible number of such designations by 485 libraries. The increase was
limited to 443 libraries since, due to redistricting, 42 distriets had
already filled their full new quota of two revresentative designations. 2

‘b. Incrensed the number of depository designations from one per
each executive depariment to such additional depository libraries within
the executive departments and independent agencies which would not excecd
the number of major bureaus or divisioris of such departments and agencies.
A maximum number of 250 possib}e depositories was originally estimated as
falling within this category.

c¢. Authorized the cistribution of non-GPO publications within
the depository library program. Previously the program had as a prace
tical matter been limited to publicationsuprinted by, or under the supsre
vision of the Government Printing Office.

Increase in Number of Congressional Designationms. ‘ vy

The major change which the promoters of the Depository Library Aot -
of 1962 desired was an increase in the authorized number of congressional
designations. The most critical problem was claimed to be the need for
additional depositories.” This situation occurrsd despite the fact that
in 1962 there were 126 existing vacancies, of which 116 were congressional
designations. However, the vacancies did not exist where the depository
designations were desired, or needed. The main fault appeared at that
time to be (and still does) basing the program on the representativs
distriet. '

The nurber of renresentatives is limited hy law to 435. This
thesretically limits the number of such designations now to 870. Since
the law does not authorize an inerease in the total rumber of represen-
tatives due to population changes, no inereases had been authorized in
the number of representative designations as the population increased.
After each decennial population census, the number of representativas
are reapportioned among the states. Thus, in actual practice, a limited
number of additional depository designatiors may be created by each re-
districting dus to provision of the law which prohibits withdrawal




)
i
}
{
i
H
i

L A ) o o

-3 -

of a depository designation involuntarily without cause. On the other
hand a previously unused designation may be lost by such redistrieting.

Another contributing factor is the wide disparity in population
among congrassional districts, and the fact that educational. institutions
and other important libragy facilities are not uniformly scattered
throughout the districts.® In 1962 the population of the districts
ranged from a low of 177,431 (12th Michigan) to a high of 1,014,460
(28th California). The 1970 Census of Population showed a range of a
low of 288,482 (2d North Dakota) to a high of 871,862 (35th Colifornia).”

The academic library has become increasingly important in the
devository library system. At present, academic libraries ascount for a
total of 66% of 211 devository libraries. Academic libraries accounted
for 70% of all depository libraries designated since 1962.

In order to accomodate this disadvantege of tying the number of
depositories to specific geographical areas (congressional. districts),
the American Library Association representalives proposed at the Senate
subcommittee hearings in 1962 that additional senatorial designatilons
should be authorized for each state, based on populat.ion.8 It was hoped
that this would help to achieve the desired amount of flexibility within
the program, This proposal was not incorporated inte the 1962 law.

In 1972, a total of 1,341 depositories were authorized by esixting
law. This figure may be understated since it is based on an estimated
number of 125 depositories for executive departments and independent
agercies and their major bureaus or divisions.? The total mumber of
depository libraries designated in April 1972 by type and locations are
shown in Appendix B, The total number of new depository libraries which
have becn designated since 1962 is shown in Appendix C, broken down by
type and location.

One of the most significant facts which emerges from the figures in
Appendixes B and C is the extent to which the academic library dominanis
the depository library system., it would appear that the system is devi.
ating from its stated purpose of making "government publications available
for the free use of the general public". %44 U.S.C. 1911) Its main pur-
pose nov apnears to be support of higher education,

Another significant fact about these figures is the extent t.o which
the original estimates for the number of new depositories was grossly
underestimated on one hand (for congressional designations), and on the
other hand was grossly overestimated (for federal agency designations).
As for congressional designations, the Senate subcommitiue appeared to
place a great deal of confidence in the estimate mzde by Clifton Brock
as reported in his article, "The Federal Depository System; a Proposal
for Change”.l0 This article was republished in the appendix of the
hearings.1l Brock's study .was made before the bill was amended to
authorize an additional designation for each Senator.

Brock concluded that tﬁe number of new representative designations

would not reach the theoretical total of 435, but would be limited to
342 new depositories, and that ™i was extremely unlikely that the total

6
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nurnker would be higher than 244 ,,. but a realistic sztimate would seem

to place tﬁ probable number of new depositories somewher. bhetween 100

and 150. Brock based his analysis on the now discredited assumption
"that a district which has not taken advantage of its depository privilege
under present law is extremely unlikelg to take advantage of additional
oprortunity under the proposed law." 1

Brock also discounted as "unrealistic" the proposal that each dis~
trict which already has one authorized depository would wish to add an
additional one. This is true in some cases. However, his primary example
of the 6th Alzbama district te illustrate this point shows the fallacy of
this study. He conerluded that the most likely candidates for the added
designation were a mezdium size public library and a small college lihrary.
FHe folt that neither wﬁuld wish to bcoome a depository, and in faet ap-
parently neither did.1¥ The designation has since been taken by the
Univarsity of Alabama Law School Library. The University of Alabama Main
Library already had the representative desigiiation for that district, and
is now a regional library. This was an unforseen element, but certainly
not a surprising develoyvinent when one considers the large amount of legal
materials available through the depository system,

In addition to the University of Alabama, 24 other law school libraries
gained depository status since 1962. Three bills have also been introduced
in the 92d ‘longress which would authorize every accredited law school to
obtain depository status, if it so desired.}J The Superintendent of
Documents estimated the number of libraries in this category to be ap-
proximately 300, 16

Another development which Brock and otherghay not have foreseen is
the extant to which junior and coovmanity college libraries wished to bea
come depositories (27 new depositories since 1962). Seven of the nine
state libraries which became new depositories since 1962 also used con-
gressional designations, Each state 1s authorized orly one designation
by law for a state library. However, a state may have three or four
libraries which qualify for that designation: state (or supreme court)
law library; state historical society; state library commission (usually
associated with the state departmsnt of education); state branch library
dictated by geography; or a multi-purpose state library.

A Senate bill (S.2227) which would authorize the library of each
state's highest appellate court to be designated ac a depository passed the
Senate on July 16, 1971. The bill is still in House committee. Four such
libraries are presently depositories and have used the state library desig-
nation. In three of these states, the state library had to use a congres-
sional designation to obtain depository status.l?

The situation in 1972 is again approaching the critical and .para-
doxial stage it did ten years ago. There are a number of libraries which
wish, and deserve to acquire depository status, but are unable to, due
to ‘a lack of congressional vacancies in their district and/or state.
Meanwhile, there are 195 vacancies elsewhore (22 senatorial, and 173 rsp-
resentative) which in many cases cannot be effectively assigned. The same
solution has been proposed in 1972 that was proposed a decade earlior:
increase the number of representative designations. Five identical bills

'
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sporsored by 48 representatives have been introduced in the 92d Congress
to increase the number of representative designations from two to three
for each district.13

Thirty six sponsors of these bills have used up their representative
designations. Nine sponsors still have oné vacancy each, and three spon-
sors have two vacancies ezch. However, the problem iv most vividly por-
trayed in the district of one of the sponsors. The Rhode Island second 4
district already has seven depository libraries, which apparently are
not enough for that particular distriet. These libraries used the fol-
iowing types of designations: two reoresentative, three senatorial, one
land grant college, and one state library designation. Meanwhile, the
neighboring first Rhode Island district has vacant its full quota of two
revresertative designations. The districet of one other sponsor has also 1
used three senatorial designations in addition to its allotted two rep-
resentative designations (Hawail second district).

However, there is another factor which aggravates this situation as
it did in 1962, There are a number of depositories which do not deserve
the designatdon; but there is a reluctance for them to voluntarily give,
or be forced to give it un. Some of the newly designated depositories™
probahly fall into this category and compound the problem. An Illinois
State Library Survey in 1971 showed that 9% of the Tllinois depositories
had selectéd 10% or less of the items offered by the Superintendent of
Docwints, and 44% had selected 25% or less of the items.l9 Theseé results
were similar to those of the Powell Report of 1956 which indicated /that
at that time 12% of the depositories selected 10% or less of the items of=
fered, and 24% selezted 25% or less of the items.20 I feel that any
devository which selects fewer than 10% of the items is wasting that des=-
ignation and should have it withdrawn, and that any depcsitory which selects
fewer than 25% of the available items should have the quality of its selecs
*ions investigated t> determine if the depository serves the publie need. 2l

Inereasa in Number of Federal Devository Libraries.

The number of new dapositories of independent agencies, and of major
bureaus and divisions of execulive departments and agencies has fallen below
exnectations. It was estimated that the number would fall between 25 and
250. After ten years the minimum figure has not yet been reached. The
libraries of only five independent ageneies, and of 18 major bureaus or
divisions of the executive department have become depositories. The
Superintendent of Documents has since reduced the estimated total possible
to 125. However, I feel that this figure is too low when one considers
tne type of Department of Defense libraries which have taken advantage of
this provision (post general libraries, military school libraries, ete ).
The Federal Library Committee has compiled a direcloiyy which lists over
1,900 federal libraries.22 No effort has bsen made to determine how many
of these libraries would qualify for depository status if they wished it.

The fact that not many federal librariss wish to become depositories
is a welcome development, since this type of depository again fails to
serve the basic purpose of tre law which is to make government documents
of public interest or educational value availahle for the free use of the
general public, The Public Printer vointed this out when the bill was
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considered, and suggested that this provision was designed merely as an
"easy means" for agencies to acquire publications on awtomatic distribution
from a central source.23 This conclusion was verified by the witness for
the Executive Department at the Senate hearings, He testified that the
main reason for wanting this provision was to obtain one-stop service for
easily obtaining government publications of other agencies for use of their

own agency personnel,2% The federal depository libraries were further placed

outside of the regular depository system when they were authorized to dis-
pose of unwanted publications by offering them to the Library of Congress
or the National Archives, rather than requesting permission of the regional
libraries. (4% U.S.C. 1907) A curious fact about the subsequent history
of this provision is that the Library of Congress has not’requested
depository status,

Non-GPO Public:tions.

Lnother significant charge in the Depository Library Act of 1962 was
that provision which authorized the distribution off non-GPO publications
through the depository library system. This part of the program has not
been very well funded or supported, Ten years later, only three executive
departments are participating to a very limited extent in the program.
Only 62 non-GPQ items are avail able for selection as follows: Bureau of
the Census (20 itams); Degartment of the Interior (12 items); and Depart.-
ment of Labor (32 items).25

The law has several basic weaknssses which prevent it from achieving
any degree of success. Those publications can be exempted from depository
distribution which are determined by their issuing agency to be "required
for official use only or for strictly administrative purposes.® (44 U.S.C.
1902) The law provides little incentive for issuing agencies to declare
thelr publicatlons eligible for depository distribution, since it requires
that they (rather than the Government Printing Office which administers
the program) should pay the cost of publications provided, plus the cost
of shipping to the GPO warehvuse. GPO is required to pay only for the
handling and distribution costs once they have been received at its ware-
house. (44 U,S.C. 1903)

The library ovrofession may have underestimated the number of non-GP0
publications produced and the difficully in making them available, and
overestimated their valua to libraries. I think that a better analysis
of the situation will be found in the testimony of Mr, James Harrison
(former Publiz Printer) before the Senate subcommittee in 1962 than in
the comments of librarians in the library literature. Mr. Harrison had
previously been a staff member of the Joint Committee on Printing, and
stated the problem as follows:

"Someane has got to get in there with a pitchfork, and it liter-

- ally amounts to that when you see thase (non-GPO) publications.?

eeo I just can't imagine the total amount of the number of publi-
cations that would te printed by the field printing system that we
are talking about here. It is just astronomical,?? ... I thirk
that an evaluation has to be made as to whetl.er there is enough to
make the tremendous effort worldwidwe in separating the few grains
of wheat from the many mountains of chaff.® <8 (italics mine)

9
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II. REGIONAL DEPOSTTORY LIBRARIES.

Functions of Regional Depository Libraries.

The Depository Library Act of 1962 prescribes the additional func.
tions 6f the regional depositories as follows: they "shall receive from
the Superintendent of Documents copies of 3ll new and revised Govermment
publications authorized for distribution to depository libraries" ...
and they will "retain at least one copy of all Government publiczcXons
either in printed or microfacsimile form (except those authorized to be
discarded by the Supe~intendent of Documents); and within the region
served will provide interlibrary loan, reference service, and assistance
in the disposal of unwanted Government Publications! (44 U.S.C. 1912)

The survey included four majcr parts directly related to the func-
tions listed above: retention policy, dispocal policy, interlibrary
loan, and reference assistance. Two additiconal parts of the survey were
devoted to questions of goneral administrative information, and federal

supoort, The latter subject was considered as a major issue in the earlier

hearings by the House subcommittee in 1957 and 1958. 1 This report covers
those six parts in the order in which they were listed on the quesiion.
naire (copy attached as Appendix A). The report will frequently rafer

to questions by the number used on that questionnaire,

Numbers, Types, and Service Area.

By the spring of 1972, 41 depository libraries located in 35 states
had accepted the added responsibilities of a rogional library. A list
of thesa regional libraries will be found in Appendix D. They included
the following types of libraries: 22 academic, 15 state, and 4 publie.

Each state is authorized to have two regional depositories, whiech is
the situatlon in sevaia states. However, these soven states are not
necessarily those with the largest number of depositories. The three
states with the largest number have only one regional library:California
with 84, New York with 68, and Ohio with 50 depositories. On the other
extreme, Arizcna with :iine, and New Mexico with only seven depositories
have two regionals each. One of the three Nevada dépositoriss is a- )
regional library,

It had been anticipated thal some of the smaller states might Join
together and be served by one regional. This has been done in two cases.
The University of Maine Library serves not only the nine othsr depos-
itories in 1ts owmn state, but also the eight depositories in Vermont,
and the eight depositories in neighboring How Hampshire, The Denver
Public Library shares responsibility for serving Colorado depositoxies
with the University of Colorado, and also serves the seven depository
librarios in Wyoming. However, this is a tumporary situation until a
Wyoming depository assumes the regional responsibilities 3n that state,
It apnears that similar arrangement might be made in several. other cases.
For example, the eight non-federal depositories in Rhode Island might be
servcd by the regional depository in either neighboring Connectizut or
Massachusetts., The five depository libraries in Dslavare and the three

e Y S - o I R T




£ S A N Y e e, o

depositories in the District of Columbia which are ot libraries of
federal government agencies might be served by the regional library in

Meryland.
Two of the regional libraries share their responsibilities with

another nearby 1library: Wisconsin State Historical Society with the
Imiversity of Wisconsin, and North Dakota State University with the

" University of North Dakota.

When one includes the depositories which serve two or more states,
3?7 of the 50 states are provided regional library service. Depository
libraries in those states which are not served by a regional are required
to retain permanently. all depository publications, with only those ex-
ceptions granted to regional libraries., This does not include the
depos itory libraries of federal government agencies which are authorized
to request disposal instructions from the Library of Congress or the

National Archives.,

Although the three states with the largest number of depositories
have only one regional library, it is believed that such states could
justify the need for more than the maximuam of two rsgionals authorized
by Law. During the House hearings in 1957 and 1958 the opinion was
oxpressed that some of tho larger states might need three or more
regionals, while the smaller states night need only one, or might join
cooperatively with several sdjoining states to be served by one regional
library.2 In the three large states mentioned, the regional library is
a state library of the multi-purpose type. It is belioved that these
three state libraries form the apex of a state wide general library
regional service, and they therefore may consider the regional library
depository service to be an integral part of this general library ser-
vice. The intent of the 1962 law was that the regional depository 1lib-
rary network would include only the otuer depositories in the region,
and not all other non-devository libraries.

In those states which have two regional depositories, the division
of responsibilities has been based primarily on geographic location.
However, in one state in which one of the regionals is an academic
library snd the other a public library, this division of responsibility

has been partially based on type of library.
Organization of Documents Collection.

The regional libraries were asked in question 7 of the question-
naire to describe how their documents collection was organized, Of the
34 wesponding libraries, the results were as follows: separate collec-
tion - 17; integrated collection = 2; and separate, partially intagrated
collection = 15. Those libraries which answered that thelr collection
was partially integrated were asked to provide a rough estimate in per-
centages of the number of titles in the separate and integrated parts of
the collscticn, and the amount of shelf space occupied by each part. The
average for those respoading was that apnroximately 85% of the titles
were located in the separate part of the collection, and they occupied

855 of the total shelf space.
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An earlier survey with the same question which was directed only to
the 22 academic regional 1libraries3 rosulted in what I consder to be a
more realistic figure: B85% of the titles were locat.ed in the separate
part of the collection, and they occupied only 60% of the total shelf
space. The type of titles which are normally integrated into the general
library collection are voluminous serials in bound volumes; for example,
the Congressional Record which is a single title occupies & considerable
amount of shelf space and is a prime candidate for integration.

The survey did not ask wrat kind of titles were integrated. At the

University of Maryland, a regional library, the following tyves of items
are integrated intc the general ilibrary collection:

(1) Periodicals.
(2) Monograph series, such as:
(a) Nurmbered publications in series which use a simple

corsecutive numbering system (ex. Department of Agriculture deparimental
series, Bureau of Labor Statisties Bulletins, ete.)

(b) Decisions/Opinions of Courts and Administrative or

Regulatory Agencies (ex. U.S. Reports, I.C.C. Renorts, Internal Revenue
Bulletin, etc.)

(c) Other legal materisls (ex. Federal Register, Code of
Federal Regulations, U.S. Code, U.S. Treaties, etec.

(3) Annual reports of executive departments and independent
agencies,

(4) Significant yearbooks and annual statistical compilations..
(5) Final bound census reports,

The survey also did not ask what type of organization the regional
documents librarians consider most aporopnriate for a permanent collection.
In his Instructions to Depository Libraries, the Superintendent of Doce
uments recommends that depository publications "should receive the same
care and treatment as privately published materials, such as books and
periodicals, A They need not be held together as a special depository
collection.n 4 These Instructions make no distinetion between regional
and selective qe ositories on the manner in which they organize their
collection, - l{owever. since the collection of a regional library is the
permanent ong for its peeion, I feel that the security and integrity
of the collectiop should be given full consideration, and these might
be better served by a separate collection, However, the author ad-
ministers a partially integrated collection as indicated above, and
feels that this method is otherwise preferred for handling a large
documents collection, °
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III. RENTENTION POLICY,

Tho second part of the survoy considorad tho rotontion policy of the
roglionol dovositorizs. The regional libr-ry has tho pcrmanont documents
coll~ction for its region . The survey attomptod to dotormine if this h-d
any sffeet on its rotention policy for thoso categorios of items which it
was outhorized to discard in pecordnce with soetion 11 of the Ins truec.
tions to Dopository Librarics.

Following the mailing of tho quostionnairo, it was losorned that tho
Suporintendont of Documonts had transforrod tho library nroviously main.
tained in the Public Documonts Dopartment to the National Archives. By
egrocmont betwcon the Public Printor and tho Archivist of the United Statos
tho colloction was transforrcd as an archival unit, mmd will retain its
presont SuDoes classifie~tion schomo. This should mrko the colloction,
which will remain intact, moro accossiblo to rescarchors than heretoforo,

an genoral, it may bo concludad that ths fact tho rogional library
hzs the pormanent collecction for its region did not alter in any way its
rotontion policy with rogard to tho itoms montioncd. If the regional
chose to rotain any matorials which it was authorized to discard, it did
so only for local rcasons to bettor sorve its ovm cliontslle, or in some
cascos to provido duplicatos or circulation copiles for interlibrary loan.
Tho rasults of tho answors to thoso quostions are discussod bolow, sinco
thoy have application to othor dopository librorios.

Bills and Rosolutions,

In rosponso to quostion 11, "do you rotain bills and resolutions
morc than onec yoar beoyond thec close of tho Congrossi?®, 18 regionals ane
swored "yos™ ond 16 answired "no®. However, of thoso mswaring "yos?,
only four librarios indic~tod how long thoy kopt thom, (Tho quostion.
naire should have snocifically requostod this informstion.) Throe of
these librarios answorced M™wo yoars", which is thz longth of one Con-
grass; i.o. theso librorios apparontly kept tho bills of only two Con.
gressos, tho curront onc and tho past one. The othoer library roplied .
that it kopt bills for tho pvast fivs Congrassecs. Two acadomic regional
librnrics roplicd that tho law school librarics on their campus retained
bills of past Congroessos, Anothor rogion:l roportod that it doponded
on the Conter for Roscorch Libr~rios for old bills and rosolutions.

Of thc sixteon librarics which indicatod that thoy did not kcop
bills beyond tho requirod rotontion pzxiod, all roplied that thoy did
not got a microfilm odition of thom, Tho iLibrary of Congress has a
pro joet to copy bills of past Congrosses cn micerofilm, It has microe
filmed ths bills of all Congresscs through tho 65th, and apparently
intonds to bring this soervicc up to dato. This is onc typc of document
which londs 1itsolf to microform copy and uso. Thoso old bills arc usc-

" ful in tracing legislation, Howover, considoring ths largo numbor of

bills on which thors is no actlion, and large number of idontieal bills,
it is very spaco consuming to save the cntire set for thosc fow bills
which may be noodad lator, Onc commendablo thing which nogates this
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requirement is the frequent practice of reproducing the bills in the pub-
lished hearings which consider them.

Conzressional Record,

In response to question 10, "do you retain all, or part of the daily
Congressional Record after the bound volumes have been received?", only
three: regionals answered "yes", Unfortunztely, they did not explain which
parts they kept, or for how long. (The questionnaire should have requesa-
ted this information.) However, I have visited one of the libraries which
answered "yes", and it was observed that this library had retained the
daily Congressional Record for at least the past ten Congresses. The
documents librarian indicated that these older daily editions had been
used to verify differences with the final bound volume. Congressmen may,
of course, edit their remarks before publication,

The general response to this question was that most regional libraries
retained all of the daily copies of a volume until the bound index parts
appeared. The paging in the daily edition is, of course, different from
that in the bound volume. Several depositories specifically indicated
that in the past they had retained the appendix of the daily edition since
these were not republished in the final bound wolumes. However, with the
start of the 90th Congress, lst session in 1967, the "Extension of Remarks"
(appendix) section has been republished in the bound volumes. Prior to
this, a library which discarded the appendix might obtain this material on
microfilm from the Library of Congress.

Serial Set, Slip Laws, TIAS, and Census Reports,

In response to question 11, "do you retain advance copies of any of
the following (i.e. Congressional reports and documents, slip laws, TIAS,
and preliminary census reports) which are later superseded by bound vol=
umes?®, the general concensus was that regional libraries do not retain
these materials, except as indicated below for specific items.

With respect. to Congressional reports and documents which are later
superseded by the Serial Set, 11 regionals answered a qualified "yes",
namely that they might retain selectively for more important publications,
Although they did not specifically identify these publications, it is sus-
pected that in most cases they were "documentc" rather than "reports®,
probably such titles or series as the debate topies, inaugaral addresses,
etc. However, one regional replied that it retained all of them,

With respect to slip laws which are later superseded by the Statutes
st Large, 10 regionals renorted that they retained these. Four of these
wes" answers were qualified by the ramark: "a few", "some", and/or
"selectively". Slip laws contain a brief legislative history which is
not republished in the Statutes, With respect to Ireaties and Other
International Acts Series (1iAS) which are superseded by U.S._ Treaties,
10 libraries replied that they retained these.

With respect to preliminary census reports, which aro._i'at.or SUPEre
seded by final bound reports, six libraries answered with an unqualified

x4
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"yes", and 11 other libraries answered with a qualified ™yes", the qual-
ification being they limited their retention to reports pertaining to the
local area, state, or region only.

It appears that the main reason.a depository might retain the advance
copies of these materlials is to have duplicate copies available for circule
ation. Retention of the advance copies provides certain advantages for
circulation and interlibrary loan, and even for use within the library.
Th:e bound volumes incorporate tens and hundreds of individual reports,
documents, laws, treaties, and state or subject census reports in one vol-
ume. Usually a researcher needs to consult only one of the smaller puba
lications within the larger bound volume. In the case of interlibrary
loan, using an advance copy will reduce the postage charges and will limit
the number of individual publications which must be removed from the 1libe
rary, and thereforenot available for use locally during the loan period,

Loose Leaf Page Changes,

In response to question 12, "do you filec loose leaf page changes?",
only one regional replied Mo". However, nino of those which answered "yes™®
qualified their answer by the general comment that this was limited to only
"important® or "heavily used" documents. It is suspected that the remaining
"yes" answers shculd be qualified by this remark. It is inconceivable to
me that many depositories, whether or not they are regionals, are inter-
filing loose=leaf page changes for the many Army Regulations and Faderal
Item Identification Guides which are being issued. The superseded pages
may, of course, be discarded after the revised pages have been interfiled.

Revisions and Fphemeral Materials.

In response to question 13, "do you retain older editions of publie
cations which have been revised or superssded by new editionsi", the gen-
eral concensus is that regional libraries do not retain these materials.,
However, 7 regionals answered an unqualified "yes", Nineteen regionals
answered this question with a qualified "yas", or listed major exceptions.
The major exception is for those publications which might have historical
value or interest. This is, of course, a subjective determination and
might vary widely with each librarian. The historical value of older
editions of a publication may not become apparent until years after they
have been discarded for new editions, How many depositories, for example,
have retained all editions of Children's Burcau publication number 8,
Infant Care?

The response to question 1% about' retontiori ¢f "annual or biennial
publications of a stztistical nature which merely revise figures or infor-
mation and bring them up to date" apneared meaningless. This is probably
due to the fact most librarians don't know what publications belong in
this category. The Superintendent of Docuuents provides two examples in
his Instructions to Depository Libraries: ladex of Specifications and

Standards, and Light Lists, Both of these examples. and indeed this

entire category might _ be better considered to fall under the general
category of "revisions".
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In response to question 15, "do you retain material which has an ex-
piring effect date, such as Civil Service examination announcements, self
expiration date ecirculars, etc.?", the general conecensus was that regional
libraries do not retain these ephemeral msterials permanently. However,
there were 7 regionals which replied an unqualified "yes" to this question,
and two a "yes" qualified by the remark "some". Liekwise in response to
question 16, "do you retain the daily House calendar other than the final
volume?", the general concensus was that regional libraries keep only the
current issue, and possibly the latest Monday iscsue since it contains a
subject index. However, 7 regionals did answer "yes" to this question.
One of these regionals replied that it planned to discard them in the
future, while another replied that it kept only those for "the most recent
Congresses."

Devository Publications in Mieroform.

The survey questionnaire also asked several questions about the policy
of regional libraries on mieroforms. In the early 1950's,the Superintendent
of Documents authorized all depositories to substitute microfacsimile copy
for any depository publications provided they were properly referenced and
located so as to be readily accessible to use, and provided also that the
necessary reading equipment was available. This was one of the first major
breakthroughs for depository libraries to discard certain typves of materials
which may have been 1little used, or required large amounts of space.

This discarding is, of course, limited by the type and extent of matera
1lals available in microform. The bulk of these available materials have
been those published by the Readex Microprint Corporation in two main series:
Congressional Serial Set which is now available through 1913 (62d Congress),
and Depository Documents set which is published currently and is available
back to 1956. Several voluminous and space consuming serials are available
in microform from several publishers: 4i.e. Debates and Proceedings of Con-
gress (Congressional Record and its predecessors) and the Federal Registew.

Current Congressional hearings became available on microfiche in 1970
from the Congressional Information Service (CIS). In addition, Greemwood
Publishing Company has undertaken a major project to make all earlier
hearings available on microfiche. Hearings through the 83d Congress (1954)
are available from this publisher. Hearings were nct generally available
as depository items prior to 1938. Greenwood Publishing Company has also
undertaken a project to make older Census reports available on microfiche,
Current reports of the 1970 Censuses of Population and Housing are being
made available on microfiche by the National Technical Information Service.

All of these are examoles of rather voluminous materials which occupy
a considerable amount of shelf space in hard copy, and which would provide
a savings in space if held’only in ‘microform. Other depository publications
are available jn microform,’ Most of thesn will be found listed under the
"U.S" entries in Guide to Microforms in Print.2

16
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Mieroforms and GPO.

The question and problem of microforms occupied a key role in the
hearings on the Depository Library Azt of 1962, The bill ss introduced
in 1957 contained the provision that rogional depositories would retain
"two or more copies .. either printed, nic.oprinted, or mierofilm form"
of 2l depository publicotions. (H.R. 91.86, 85th Congress). The wit-
nesses representing the library profession objected to this provision,
testifying that two copies were not needed for all publications, and
that this requirement would result in doubLling the amount of storage
space needed at a substantial increased cost.” As a result, the re-
quirement for retention of iwo coples was deletad.

When the bill was 2gain introduced in 1962 (H.R. 8141, 87th Congress),
it required that regional libraries would permanently retain one copy of
each publication (either hard copy or mieroform). In addition to receiving
one copy of every new and revised depository puviicacion, the regioral
libraries would "be entitled to receive a microfacsimile copy of those
Governmert publications which the Superintendeont of Documents determines
to be suitable for cuch form of reproduction and can be furnished by
him within the 1limit of available appropristiohs.®™ The intent of this
provision was that regional libraries would bsa provided microforms of
older, voluminous, and/or little used materials which they might tten
discard in order to save space. However, the Public Printer and the
Superintendent of Documents were opposed to this provision and caused
it to be stricken from the bill before passage. The reasons for their
oprosition included the following: lack of standardizatlon among
microforms, lack of in-house capability at GPO to produce microforms,
and added cost to the government.

Barely ten years later in 1971 the Public Printer and Superintendent
of Documents did an 180 degree turn and propcced their owm microform
publishing program. Howsver, this prograrn would provide microform copies
of new and revised publicatlons which would be distributed in lieu cf the
more expensive printed copies at a cheaper cost per copy.5 The present
GPO microform pué:lishing program is being promoted as a cost saver- to
the government. © The 1962 proposal on the other hand was intended to be
a cost, and space saver for the depository libraries, specifically the
new regional depositories.,

Regional Library Mierofnim Collections and Policy.

In response to question 17 regarding microform collections, only
four regional libraries replied that they did not have some collections
of government publications in microform. JIn addition to the microforms
of depository materials mentioned above, the following items wsre also
mentioned: Department of State Newslet:ier, and Official Gazetite. Many
non-depository documents collectiors in ninrcform were also mentioned:
Readex Microprint Corporation non-depository documenis (published cur-
rently and available back to 1953), JPRS translations in microfilm, NASA
technical revorts, AEC technical reports, ERIC research ruports, Patent
svecifications, National Archives microfilms, Library of Congress col-
lections of Presidential Papers in microfilm, ete. -

17
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The answers to question 18, "do you discard the paper copy of docu-
ments vhich are reprocduced on the microform edition?", did not reveal any
discernable policy by regional librariscs. As a general rule, regionals
ao not automatically discard their original hard copy of materials which
they also have in microform. They consider each situation individually,
taking into consideration the following factors: smount of shelf space
available, condition of the materials, and amount or type of documents.

Several depositories svecifically indicated that they discard their
hard copy of the Federal Register and 0fficial Gazette. On the other
hand, several regionals specifically indicated that they retain their or-
iginal copies of the 19th cenvury Seriul Set unless they are in bad con-
dition, Another depository msntloned that it keeps some original copies
as back up for loan purposes, which is probably true for other regionals.
Several regionals indicated that their microform collections do not dup-
licate material available in hard copy. This is also probably true of
other regionals, since older materials are often avalilable only in micro-
form editions,

The 1971 Bienniel Investigation Report of the Superintendent of
Documents also asked several questions regarding the use of microforms
by depository librzries. These questions were directed to all the
depository libraries, and not just to the regional libraries. The res-
ponse to the questions was as follows:

45, "The present law permits all depository libraries to sub-
stitute microfzcsimile copies of any holdings of U, S.
Government publisations providing they are properly
referenced and can be readily located. Has your library
taken advantage of this privilego?" Yes 2%%. No 749
Did not answer 8.

46, "what was the purpdsé of this replacement?"

(a) For preservation. 28
(b) For conservation of space. 193
(¢) Combination of the .hove. 96

" Did not answer. 7 -
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IV. DISPOSAL POLICY.

One of the most significant provisions of the Depository Library Act
of 1962 was that which authorized regional libraries to permit the selec-

tive depositories within their region (less libraries of federal agencies)

to discard any depository publication after holding it for at least five
years, Before this tiume, all depositorioes were required to hold their

depository publications permarently, exceot those types of revisions or
advance ropies mentioned sbove, and those for which a microform copy had

been substituted,

Law and Implementing Regulations on Disposal.

The specific provisions of the law are s follows:

", .. regional depositories may permit depository libraries
within the areas served by them, to dispose of Government pub-
lications which they have retained for five years after offering
them to other depository libraries within their area, then to
other libraries." (44 U.S.C, 1912)

The following implementing instructions were issued to regional
libraries by the Superintendent of Documents in his Special Instruction

to Regional Depositories, dated November 7, 1962:

"Jpon request for such pernission (to dispose of depository
publications) we sugzest you ask for a list of the publicstions
showing the current item number, corics, title, and approximate
extent of the holdings for which perwmission is roquested. ...
In the actual disposition of other than ephemeral publications
ve suggest you instruct them (the reyuesting depository) along
the following lines: That the publications be offered to some
other public library or educational institution in their vicinity
which would be able to make them available to the public and to
which they might refer requests for their use. Failing to find
such a taker after reasonable effort ihey Tay dispose of them in
any appropriate mammer... " (italics mine)

The following implementing instructions directed to all depositories
are contained in the Superintendent of Documents Instructions to Depos-
itory Libraries, revised September 1967:

"Depository libraries which are served by regional depositories
may dispose of publications which they have retained for at least
five years with the permission of and in accordance with instruec-
tions from the regional depository which serves their area."

This part of the survey sought to determine how the regional
libraries internreted and implemented the law and the instructions from
the Superintendent of Documents. As will be seen below, the main dif-
ferences in policy concerned the following: (1) whether a detailed or
a general list of unwanted publications was required; (2) the geographe
ical axtent to which takers for the discarded publications were sought;
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and (3) whether the offerings to other libraries were made by the regional
or by the selective depositories,

In response to question 19, "have you issued implementing instrue-
tions in the form of a guide, pamphlet, letter, ete. which has beon dis-
tributed to your selective depositories?", 19 regionals repliod "yes"
of which 15 enclosed a copy of these instructions with their reply. A
similar question was asked by the Superintendent of Documents on his 1971
Elennial Investigation Report to which 33 regionals replied that they had
prepared3specific disnosal instructions, and 8 regionals replied that they

had not.
Ceneral vs, Detailed Disposal List.

In response to question 20, "are you satisfied with a general list
of the approximate holdings on the initial application, or do you in-
itially require a detailed 1list by individual title or numbered pub-
lication in a series?", 6 regionals replied that they required only a
general 1list, while 21 regionals replisd that they required a detailed
list, Two other regionals revlied that they required something between
the two extremes; two regionals replied that they had not received any
requests as yoet; and the remaindor did not answer, It is this subject
of the type of list which must be submitted (general vs. detailed) which
probably causes the most misunderstandi.g between the regionals and the
selective depositories and the Superintendsnt of Documents.

The law' does not specifically state that a list is required. Indeed
the law is not clear as to whether the seloctive depository must even
offer the discards to the raglonal if it is not within its district.

Does the term "within their ares" in the law refer to the area of the
regional depository, or to the area of the selective depository?

The concept of requiring the selective depository to submit a list
to the regional library arose from the imp.umenting instructions which
the Superintendent of locuments addresscd to regional depositories in
his Special Instruction of Nobember 7, 1962. In that letter, the Super=
intendent of Documents "suggested® (but cid not roquire) that s regionul
1library should ask for a list of the publicat.ions which the selective
depository wished to discard. He further "suggested" that this list
should be a gensral list, and should show current item number, series
title, and approximate extent oi' the holiings. Ho also "suggested®
that the depository be instructed to offer “he publications to other
libraries "in thelr vicinity". This would i.cad one to believe that
the "area" in which the discarded publicaticnis should be offered as
prescribed by the law was the area in th: vicinity of the selactive
depository. Such an immediate area could be considered to be the
congressional district,

In his Instructions to Depository lihrariss, the Superintendent
of Documents does not mention either a list or the offering area, but
states that publications over five years old may be discarded "with
the permission and in sccordance with instructions from ihe regional
depository which serves their area®. However, in the preceding pars-

<0




.y AT St e e S 2 S P Rk PR Y ST AR . : i

B TR T 7 LTI IRpRI

.
A BTy Tt 1.0 o a7 g a0 = O 5% 0 0,074 47

4
L
{
:
)
E
b
!

t
3
d
;

-18 -

graph, when discusising disposal of revisions and advance opies of
publications, or publications for which a microform copy had been
substituted, he states that they should be offered to other librarles
in the "immediate vicinity".

When asked to clarify these apparent discrepencies between the
law and his imolementing instructions on the requirement for a list,
and the geographical extent of the offering area, the Superintendent
of Documents stated that he adhered "to the policy of permitting the
Regionals to exercise the widest possible latitude in their operations."
A3 for requiring a list of the publications, he stated that "I do not
feel that a list of the material to be disposed of nesed be supplied to
the Reglonal, or submitted to other dereositories unless it would pro-
vide information that is nceded by the Regional. It can be lefi to the
discretion of each Regional and if not deemed necessary, disposition
can be authorized without specific list." 5

The Superintendent of Documents is usually the target for criticism
when the preparation of an excessively detailed 1list is required. Such
eriticism is directed at the wrong target.

As for the use of the terms ™in the vicinity" and "area" as used
in his instructions, the Superintendent of Documenis agreed that this
'has been intended to mean the immediate vicinitye--keeping the documents
as close to the point of their original recoiption as possible." © How-
ever, again adhering to his policy of permitting the regionals to have
the widest possible latitude, he stated that "there would seen no reason
why a Regional should not, at its_discretion, permit disposition any-
where in the area served by it." 7 Unfortunately, he did not at this
time clarify whether the term "their arwsa" in the law itself, referred
to the area of the regional or the selective depository,

It would appear to me that the main reason a list may be required
is to make an offering of the publications to other libraries, Thus,
such a list need be prepared only in such dotail as is needed for a
prospective taker to identify the materials. In submitting the list
first to the regional, a selective depositury is actually making an
offer. The regional may therefore initially require what it considers
to be sufficient detail for it to screen tho list against its holdings
to determine if it wishes to take any of the publications, Another
factor which may influence the amount of datail which the regional
requires in the initial 1list is whether the regional, or the holding
library will make the subssquent offerings, If the regional mails out
the offering lists, it will usually canvas the entire reglon, and
often out-of-state libraries as well, aand will want an offering list
in sufficient detail for a wide range of prosvective takers to be
able to identify the materials,

The main problem, and time consuming part in preparing a detailed
list concerns the general publications, hearings, and other documents
which use as ‘a book number a cuttered number or a complieated number-
ing system. A detailed list can be easily prepared for annual reports
(or serials), publications in numbered series with a simple numbering
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system (unless the title is wanted for each number), periodicals, and
similar sericls with a volume and/or issue number, A general listing
of hearings or general publications might appear as follews 1f prepared
according to the suggestions of the Superintendent of Documents:

Item No., Series Title (sporoximate holdings) SuDoes No.

10 General publications. (92 pieces Al.2:
dating 1923 to 1957)

1017 Committee on Foreign Affairs Y4 . F76/1:
House (123 hearings dating
1938 to 1967)

A full detalled listing would require several pages for each item above,

and would include the title, date, and SuDocs number for each of the 92
general publications and each of the 12} hearings,

Initial Processing of Disposal Iists,
In response to question 21, "do you first screen the (discard) list

and take pleces which you wish to add to your collection, inclduing dup-

licates ", all the regzionals replied that they did. In submitting the
list to the regional for avprovaly the holding library is actually of-
fering the materials first to the regionul library. One regional lib-
rarian commented that one of the few advani.ages in being a regional was

that it got first chance at any discards within the region. The regional

is in fact obligated to screen the lists and to take all publications on
the 1list which 1t does not already have in its collection. This also
provides the regioual an opportunity to pi:k up any duplicates which it
feels it may need of more heavily used publications,

In response to question 22,"do you visit the library to inspect
the 1tems on the 1list(s) 7", only five regionals replied that they did.
The number of depository libraries served, their distances, as well
as the number and type of publications, may be determining factors in
this matter,

It is my general policy to require only a general list initially
and to visit the depository to inspect the materials., This policy is
feasible in a smaller, densely populated state like Maryland, The num=
ber of depositoriss is not large, and mosi of them are lccated within a
radius of 50 miles, I feel that making such visits has several advan—
tages for both the regional and the depository. Action on the disposal
process can begin with a general 1list, rather than having the holding
library initially compile a time consuming detailed 1list. Theo items
can be_.;dentified better to determine what materials are involved.

There has usually been little uniformity in 1ists which have been
submitted. This i3 usually due to the manner in which the records are
kept by the depository. The list may be in shelf list order, or are
ranged alphabetically by author. Serial set items may be listed as
departmental editions, and vice versa with the result that what may
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appear to be a publication lacking from ycur collection is a duplicate.
On cuttered separates, or publicastions with a complicated numbering
system, only the book number may be given, and not the title or date.
The regional may, of course, prescribe precisely the order and detail
in which the publications are to be listed, If this requirement varies
significantly from the manner in which the depository maintains its
records, it may cause an added burden.

The SuDocs number on a dicposal list may be other than that
originally assiged to the piece by the Suporintendent of Documents.
The SuDocs author and/or series number are frequently changed due to
reorganizations within the fcderal government. Some libraries may
continue to use the old numlsr on new issues, and disregard the new
number, Other depositories may change all the numbers on the old issues
to the new number.8 As a2 matter of policy, either practice is bad, In
view of the documents librarian's dependonce on the Monthly Catalog as a
searching and identification tool, I feel that it is a wvery poor policy
to use other than the classification number zssigned to the plece by the
Superintendent of Documents for material in a sevarate documents col-
lection.

A personal visit to inspect the pieces may provide other adwvantages.,
If the regional librarisn wishes to bring the matirials back to his own
library, this will save a considerable amouut of time in packing and
mailing boxes, and in most cases will be che-nmer than shipping charges.
The regional librarian may wish to have the material shipoed, or brought
back to his o library for several rwasons. He may wish ‘o add most
of the pieces to his collection, If thers ars a large number of small,
not too bulky cuttered separate publicaticns, he my find it easier to
screen his records from the pieces, rathur than tiom a detailed list.
He may wish to consolidate these discards with those from his own or
other depositories in the region, and oifer them on a consolidated list
throughout the region and/or out-of-state,

Geographicsal Area for Offering Discards.

Questions 23, 24, and 25 of the quesiionnaire concerned the geo-
graphical area in which the offering lists weare circulated: local area
of the holding depository, region-wide, and cut-of-state respectively,
Unfortunately, the first two questions did not ask, or obtain the critical
information whether the holding library, 1+ the regiorial made the offering.,
The unswers to the first two questions threw some light on how regionsl
libraries interpret the term "their area® in the law.

In response to question 23, "do you vequest the library to first
attempt to find a taker for the publications in the local area?™, 12
regionals replied "yes", 16 replied "no", and the other six did not
answer, It would apnear that the 16 regionals which answered "no" may
themsclves make the offcr on behalf of the holding library; and if they
do, it would probably be combined with a rogion-wide offering. Certainly
an offering mst be made to other depositories and 1ibraries in the ime
mediate area of the holding library, since this is required by law. The
term "their area™ in its narrowest interprot.ation mst mean the area in
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the immediatc vieinity of the holding library; whereas, in its broadest
sense it would mean the area of the regional depository.

In response to question 24, "are lists circulatea to all other depos=-
itory libraries in the region?', only one regional revlied "no". However,
three of the "yes " answers were qualified by the following remarks: "some",
"most", and "just the largest", It would appear from this concensus, that
regional librarians interpret the term "their area® in the law to mean the
area of the reglonal librzry. It is gratifyiné@o see that the regionals
interpret broadly the intent of the law,

In response to question 25, "are lists of duplicates circulated out-
of-state?", 16 regionals replied "yes" and 13 replied "no", The others
did not answer. Eleven regional libraries replied that they circulaied
these 1lists, but two of those libraries indicated that such lists were
limited to duplicates from their own collectivns, Four regionals replied
that such lists were circulated by the holding libraries. The survey did
not specifieally seck to, nof did it obtain information to determine if in
the latter case the regional library required the depository to circulate
the lists outeof=-state, or made its approval for disposal conditionel upon

the selective depository doing that.

Going outside of the region in an attempt to place the unwanted
documents is definitely going beyond the requirements of the law. How-
ever, it is an encouraging dsvelopment. It seems a shame to destroy
older, out of print documents if there micht be snother library located
anywhere else in the country which needs them, Ny experience has been
that for those 1ong runs of older documents which are especially needed
in a research library, a regicnal library has more success in finding a
taker from the 1a1ger number of ~esearch libraries locaied out-of-state
than from the limited number located within its cwn region. The trick
is, of course, to find out who they are in order to develop a worthwhile

mailing list,

I belisve that regional libraries should form a cooperative network
among themselves to distribute discard lists submitted within their own
region. To make such a network operate most effectively, the regional
would have to know the general and/or specific types of materials needed
by the selective depositories within its region. Thus, in question 26
the regionals were asked ™do you maintain a want list of publications for
your own andfor the selective devositories within your region?®, Fourteen
regionals answered Mo"., Of the 14 regionals which answered “yes", most
of them specifisally stated that such want 1lists were limited to their own
needs for missing publications and gaps in their collections.

In response to question 27, "do yop-accept publications for which
there have bsen no takers, in or outeofsstate?", five regionals replied
they did; The purpose of this question was to determine if any of the
regionals wuld eonsider establishmant of a storage eaiter for documents
vhich® attracted no taksrs on (presumebly) the first offering. To do so
would go beyond the requirements of the law, The regional may avthorize
the destrusiion of publications if a reasor.able offort has been made to
find a legitimate taker. They might consolidate these unwanted discards
for later offerings to a wider range of out-of-state libraries,
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As the regional library develops its mailing lists in cooperation with
other rsgionals or research libraries, it may eventually find candidates who
vant the materials which are not taken on the initial offering., It is not
suggested that all unwanted materials should be retained. It is hoped that
a regional librarian with a good working knowledge of his holdings would be
able to make a fair determination of what type of documents might be useful
later to other depositories.

It has been my experience that the tymes of materials for which most
selective depositories request disposal auihority are old and/or discon-
tinued items. In fact, some depository librarians had the mistaken notion

. that they could not dispose of older materials pertaining Lo any current

‘ items to which they presently subseribed. The fact of the matter is they
can request disposal of any piece which they have held at least five years,
whether it is a current or a discontinued selection or item. In response in
question 28, twenty regionals reported that most of their requests were for
older and/or discontinued items. Six regionals revorted their requests in- :
cluded both types, and only one regional ruported that most of the requests ;
it received for disposal concerned active items,

Disposal Statisties, ;

The response to question 29 revealed that very few reglonals keep
statistics of their disposal activities. 1The survey did not turn up any
specific statistics or trends which might bo reported, Usable statistics
on disposal activities are also not readily available at the O0ffice of the
Superintendent of Documents, In his Special Instruction to Regional Depos-
/ itories of 1962, the Superintendent of Docuucnts requested that regionals
furnish his office copies of the disposal list which they appreved. No
; count is made of these lists, or the itwums on them, when they are received.
They are filed with the records pertaining to the discarding library,
rather than in the record file of the regional library. Thus, it is not
feasible to determine the degree of compliance with the request made by
the Superintendent of Documents to furnish his office copies of the ap-
proved disposal 1lists,

Other Disposal Policy and Problems.

In question 31, the regionals were asked to deseribe other policy
and/or problems regarding their disposal operations. Two rogionals
reported that some selective depositories requast disposal authority

; without providing on the list the informatlon required by the regional
in its instructions, Another two regionals reported some depositories
{ submitted 1ists which included documents less than five years old.

e L e S o e

Two more regional libraries reported that non-depository publications
were included on some lists, A depository requires disposal authority
only for depository publications, and only for the depository copy. If
the library obtains additional copies of a depository publication by
purchaso, gift, etec., it may discard these in any manner it wishes without
aporoval of the regional. The problem in thiz case may be to identify
i the depository copy. This is a matter of internal procedures, and depends

on the type of library identification stamps which are used,
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Another regional complained that some depositories send unwanted
publicatations to the regicnal library without having been given the
instructions to do so. Unfortunately, Sylvia Mechanie's otherwise usee
ful book, Annotated List of Selected United States Government Publications
Available to Derository | Librarles provides the erroncous information that™
depontory libraries may "dispose of their unwanted or unneeded docoments
after a five year retention period by returning these to the regional

library. "

Disposal Policy - Conclusions,

In summary, the regional library has many options in its disposal
policy by which it might satisfy ths requirements of the law. In 1962
the Superintendent of Documents offered "suggestions® on how the region-
als could implement the law in his Speeial Instruction to Regional Depos-
itories. His Instructions to Qe_ggult_rx llbrarles gave  the regionals a
carte blanche tdissue their own imple.uentmg {nstructions., This policy
was further confirmed in a letter of November 26, 1969 in which the
Suprrintendent of Documents stated he believed in "adhering to the policy
of permitting the Ruyionals to exercise the widest possible latitude in
their operations."” Thus, the rczionals may preseribe whether they wish
a general list, or a detailed list, and the extent of detail desired.

In fact, they may authorize disposal without a 1list,

The general practice is for the regional library to require a depos-
itory to submit some type of list before it will authorize disposal of
publications held at least five years. The regional considers this list
as the initial offering of those publications, and usually screens the list
for those publications which it wishes to add to its collection. At this
point, the action which the regional takes will deperd on whether it has
adopted an active or a passive policy. This will determine the amount and
type of assistence which it will provide. The law merely states that the
regional "will provide assistance for depository libraries in the disposal
of unwanted Government publications." Neithcr the law nor the implementing
instructions of the Superintendent of Documents describes the extent of

that assistance.

The regional which has adopted a passive policy may delegate all fur=
ther action to the holding library. It may direct the library to make all
offerings of the materials, preseribing the area in which they are to be
offered. As a minimum it might direct the depository to offer the material
only to other depositories and/or Libraries in its own immediate area, and
if it fails to find a taker to destroy the publications. Or it may direct
the depository to offer the materials to all, or a select group of other
depositories throughout the region. It may direct, or leave it up to the
initiative of the depository to offer the matorials to other libiaries
out-of-state.

On the other hand the regiocnal library may adopt a more active policy
in assisting the selective depository to dispose of unwanted publications,
The regional librarian may visit the depositury to inspect the materials.
The regional library may ask the depository to ship all the materials to
the regional library where they could be consolidated with discards from
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other depositories. At regular intervals, the regional might make an
& offering of these materials to all other depositories in the region, and
very likely to out-of-staie libraries as well., Or, the regional may act
as a clearinghouse or middle-man. It may prepare the offering lists and
distribute them to all (or selected)depocitories within the region, and
b possibly to selected out-of-state libraries. It might then recsive the ;
replies, determine which libraries are to receive specific materials, and :
then direct the holding libraries to ship them to the designated libraries. P
The receiving library should recognize from the mailing label the library
which sent the material, and would send the reimbursement of shipping
charges to that library, rather than to the regional.

BTN TR A T
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The "clearinghouse! melliod appears to te working very successfully z
for the University of Iowa Library, the Iowa rogional. The Iowa system
also incorporates several other fine features. It does not use the tra-
ditional "first-come-first~served" system. The consolidated offering !
1list(s) are mailed to other depositories iu Jowa and out-of-state lib- !
raries at the same timo. All interested lilnarios are given 40 days in
which to submit their requests. At the end of the 40 day period, the
E regional library considers all requests received without regard to date
of receipt. Jt does give priority to Iowa depositories which satisfies
the letter and intent of the law.,

The Iowa system appcars to be good both for the discarding and
receiving libraries. The University of Icwa reports thai they are able
to find takers for a larger percentage of the muterials. On the other
hand the receiving libraries are more likely to submit requests when
they know all replies will be considered. Thoy will al=o make a more
accurate and thorough screening of thei: iweserds in order to request
only those materials which they need, rather Lhan making a quick and
F. dirty check to obtain a fast return and mailing in the hope of beating
out the other libraries.

Sinece the regional library normally deals with more libraries,
sometimes on a regular basis, it may have developed a mailing list of
libraries which have shown an interest in obtaining certain types of
publications. It is, therefore, in a better position to get & favor-
able response than a selective depository which may be making the offer
on a one time effort.

POGaERE ) le T T P PR

|
t
|
|

Y : o - I B I " P ™)



Bt

A A s mene 0y

Y o ey S v

AT IR T s [

B —
e e e e oty a8 R b ¥

V. INTERLIBRARY LOAN.

The Depository Library Act of 1962 required that rsgional libraries
provide interlibrary loan to other depositories 3n the region. (44 U.S.C.
1912) The law does not require the regional library to provide such
service to all libraries in the region. However, as a practical matter
the regional library may provide interlibrary loan to any library which
might normally call upon its parent library for such service.

Congressional Hearings On Interlibrary Loan.

During the hearings on the revision of the depository library laws,
it was generally felt that the requirement fur the regional library to
provide interlibrary loan service, combined with the provision a depos-
itory could discard a=ny piece after holding it five years, would affect
the number of items which a depository would seolect. 1 It was believed
that the generous provisions for discarding would tend to increase the
number of items a depository might select. Since it knew that it would
not have to retain everything permanently, a depository would probably
select a larger and wider variety of items.

Cn the other hand it was believed that with the interlibrary loan
provision, a depository would decrease the amount of selections, since it
could call upon the regional for any piece. One witness also testified
that this provision might influence a library which might otherwise wish
to become a depository to forego the added responsbi'lities.2 However,
these latter arguments overlooked several points. By law a regional is
required to provide interlibrary loan service to other depository librar-
les only. Secundly, a regional eouid:place reasonable limits on the type
of materials which it might release for interlibrary loan. For example,
one could not rvasonably expect a regional tc loan its depository copy
of a heavily used reference book, such as the latest edition of the

Statistical Abstract.

It appears to me that the intent of the law was that the regional
would be required to loan materials which are beyond the noimal reten-
tion date of five years; and for current materials it would be expected
to loan, especially to smaller depositories, materials which were not
heavily used, or items which a smaller dcpository might not be expected
to select. For example, a small depository might not be reasonably exe
pected to select all Congressional hearings, but could certainly be
exnected to select the Statistical Abstract.

Processingvof Interlibrary Loan Requests.

Part IV of the survey dealt with the policy of regional libraries
on interlibrary loan. In response to question 31, "are interlikrary
loan requests. for U,S. government documents processed by the Interlibrary
Loan Office, the Documents Office, or a combination of both?", twenty
regionals answered "the Interlibrary Loan Office", only two answered
"Documents Office", and the other twelve answered a combination of both.
It avpeared that the latter was the more common practice, irrespective
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of whether the government documents collection is separate, integrated,
or partially integrated.

Based on the answers of those libraries which more fully described
their procedures, it appears that the common practice is to require re-
quests to be submitted on standard ALA forms to the Interlibrary Loan
Office, which initially processes the requests. The Documents Office is
usually asked to identify, search, and retrieve the piece and to author-
ize its release., The Interlibrary Loan Office then normally prepares
the material for mailing or reproduction, mails the material, ard come
pletuvs the administrative aspects of the transaction to include sending
tiracers, and billing for lost materials, if necessary. In the latter
case, it would normally ask the Documents Office for the price of tho
plece.

Thus, the documents interlibrary loan progran is integrated with
that. of the parent library, It generslly follows the policy prescribed
by the parent library. Interlibrary loan service is provided not only
to other depository libraries, but all other libraries which might call
upon the resources of the parent library. Howevur, I am sure that most
regional libraries on occasion deviate from this normal policy and take
special requests submitted in any convenient manner by their selective
depositories and provids expediled service.

Interlibrary Toan Statistics.

Question 32 of the survey asked for statistics regarding inter-
library loan activity. Only four regionals indicated that the Documents
Office maintained any type of statistics on this activity, The present
situation appears to be that although Interlibrary Loan Offices of the
reporting litraries keep statisties, they do not maintain a separate
breakout for U.S. government documents, Thus, it would be difficult to
measure the effect of the interlibrary loan provision of the depository
library law on selection policies of the other depository libraries.
Has it decreased the nurber of items tiioy select as predicted? Has it
increased the number ot items selected? Or has it had no significant
difference? "I-am inclined to believe it has made no difference,

Restrictions on Interlibrary Loans.

In survey question 33, regional libraries were asked to describe
what restrictions, if any had they placed on interlibrary loans., The
specific restristions which were mentioned are listed bolow. Although
other libraries did not specifically mention: them, I think it is
reasonable to assume that most of these restrictions exist in most
rogional libraries' loan policies., The regional libraries state that
thoy placed restrictions on the following tyves of publications or
roquests (number of times cited in parenthesis): referenze books
(4 times); publications needed locally, or in heavy demand (4); out-
of-state requests (3); census material (3); documents in poor condition
(2); fragile materials (2); U.S. Stalutes (2); and the following once
each: laws and regulations, U,S. Code, recont Congressional Record,
serial set, statistical materiuls, documents over 100 years old, docu-

I
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ments printed before 1900, current topic materials, valuable materials,
rare items, and reserve books. Several libraries specifically mentioned
loan period restrictions which ranged from 1-5 weeks. Several libraries
also mentioned that, depending on the situation, they might provide Xerox
or mierofilm copy at cost.

The general conclusion to be drawn from these replies is that region
al libraries do not interpret the interlibrary loan provision of the law
as requiring them to loan all of the depository docmments in their col-
lection, and that first priority for use of their materials belongs to
their library's own local clientelle.

s BN Ay R OT T

Local Circulation of Depository Publications.
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Since the question of circulation is related to interlibrary loan,
the regional libraries were asked in question 34 if thcy allowed depos-
itory materials to circulate locally, ¢nd if so, what restrictions were
placed on such loans., Only 4 of the regionals replied that they did not
allow materials to circulate. Restrictions were placed on certain types
of materials, particularly on reforence books, and titles for which there
was a heavy demand. The following loan pcriods were reported with the
number of times mentioned shown in parenthesis: one week (5 times), two
weeks (€), three weeks {5), four weeks (3), and five weeks (once). One
academic depository reported it allowed faculty members to check out pub-
lications for the semester, subject to recall and the restrictions on
types of documents mentioned above.

N i

As for restrictions on clientelle, the state libraries reported that
loans were restricted to the following, with the number of times listed
shown in psrenthesis: state employees (6 times), local libraries (2),
state agencies (2), anyone with a public library card (1), anc licensed
professionals (1). One public library reportod the following were author-
ized to make loans: companies and adult patrons. Academic libraries
reported that loans were made to the following with the number of times
mentioned shown in parsnthesis: faculty (% times), graduate students
only (2), all students (2), staff (1), and responsible members of the
local community (2 times).

The lew does not require the regional library, or any depository
library to circulate depository materials locally. In his Instructions
to Depository Libraries, the Superintendent of Documents states the fol-
lowing poliey: "Government publications suvpolied to depository librar-
jes should receive the same care and treatment as privately published
material. ... If they can circulate as do other books in your collec-
tion, so much the better." 3 In the matter of circulation as well as
interlibrary loan, the regional should always be aware of its role as
the permanent depository for its region to prescrve the collection, but
it should weigh this against its duty to make its collection available
and useful to the general publiec.

.

! Z Augmentation of the Collection.
4
&

, ; In response to question 35, " have you augmented your resources to
| : provide interlibrary loan?", 16 regionals replied "yes", and 12 replied
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"no'". Fourteen regional libraries specifically mentioned duplicates as a

%j means of augmentation, while only four mentioned microforms. In many
v cases a depository may receive dunlicate copies of depository titles by

virtue of being on an agency mailing list. Many duplicates can also be
obtained free upon specific request to the issuing agency. In spite of
the more frequent mention of duplicates over microforms, there was not
: enough evidence available to conclude that regionals prefer their backe
5 up copies to be in hard copy, rather than in microform.

In response to question 36, "what types of materials do you lack in
your collection to satisfy unfilled interlibrary loan requests?", the most
frequently mentioned (11 times) were older materials, particularly those
published before the library became a depositcry. The next item most
. frequently mentioned was non-depository material in general (9 time. .. 1
In addition, the following specific types of non-depository materials were
mentioned: techaical roports (twice), National Archives microfilms
: (twice), and the following once each: committee prints, and publications
£ of independent agencies. Another library mentioned that it lacks dupli-

A cate copies of high demand materials. The Depository Library Act of 1962

with its provisions for discarding has helped many regionals to fill in

missing geps in their collections of older depository materials, and to

obtain duplicates. However, this program might be more effective if

there were greater cooperation among the regionsl libraries in exchanging )
disposal lists with other regionals.




-29-

VI. REFERENCE ASSISTANCE.

The Depository Library Act of 1962 requires that the regional lib-
! raries provide "reference assistance" to the other depositories within

: their region. One usually thinks of reference asistance as that pro-
vided person to person within the library building, rather than library
to library. The Superintendent of Documents has not issued implementing
instructions to define this requirement., The regionals are again allowed
¢ "the widest possible latitude in their operations" and their interpre-

: tation of this requirement. It would appear te me that the key word is
"assistance" rather thzn "reference", and that the intent of the law is
for the regionals to provide to other depositories the maximum amount of
! assistance within their resources in providing depository service, and to
] respond to reasonable requests for information and assistance when asked. i
’ This part of the survey was intended to find out what types of assistance

the regionals were providing. _

! 1971 SUDOCS Biennial Investiration Report.

In his 1971 Biennial Investigation Report (a mail questionnaire), !
’ the Supaerintendent of Documents asked six questions pertaining to the i
} regional depository prugram. The first three questions were answered
by non-regional depositories only, and the last three by regional
depositories only. The resnonse was as follows:

47. "Has a Regional Denository been designated under the Depository
Library Act, to serve your State or area?" Yes 777. No 124.
Don't know 71. No answer 38.

48, "If answer to above question is YES, have you had occasion to
use the services of your Regional Depository in the past year?®
Yes U474, No 299. No answer 4, ,

49, '“Has the service of your Rezional Depository been satisfactory?®
Yes 557. No 13. No answer 207.

%. Ms a designeted Regional Depository, does a representative from
" your library make periodic visits to the depositories which you
serve?™ Yes 10, No 30. No answer 1.

2 T g

51 "As a Regional Depository have you prepared specific instruce
tions ragarding disnmosal of publications for the libraries

P which you serve?" Yes 33. No 8. ]

B

| ﬁ 52. "™Are all depository libraries in your region aware of your

' ‘ status as the designated Regional Depository?" Yes 38. No 2.
No answer 1. '

j _
§ The two questions regarding user satisfaction did not specifically
‘r f ask what type of service had been provided by the regionals. However,

‘, L the answers did indicate that the service provided had been satisfactory.
| The question on periodic visits by a regional representative, however,
S entered into the undefined area of "reference assistance®. Such visits
o
ERIC - 22
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are not required by the law, and a member of the staff of the Public
Documents Department agreed with me on this point.2 Why did the Super-
intendent of Documents then include this question on the Biennial Invesw
tigation Report? Possibly to encourage such visits, for this staff mem-
ber stated it was felt that the regional could provide better service if

it were better acquainted with its depositories: i.e. knew something

about their organization, facilities, collections, and methods of operation.

Periodic Visits by Regionals.,

3 Since the issue of periodiec visits had been raised, the regional
libraries were asked in question 38 of this survey, "how many depos=-
itories in your region have you visited since your library became a
regional?", and in question 39, "how many depositories have you visited
y during the past two years...?" The answers are tabulated below:

Mumber of regionals reporting

Number of depositories Since bucoining During last
visited regional two Years

None 14 7

1ltols 7 7

5to 10 8 9

11 to 20 3 1

over 20 2 0

As for the relative distances involved in visits during the past
two years, a total of 85 depositories were visited by 17 regionals,
broken down by distance as follows: 0-25 mile radius - 18 depositories;
: 26.50 mile radius - 26 devositories; 51.100 mile radius - 22 depositories;
E 101-150 mile radius - 10 depositories; and over 150 miles - nine depos=-
» itories,

In resvonse to question 39, "what was the purpose of these visits
and what assistance was provided?", the {ollowing items were mentioned:
to meet the documents librarian and staff; to sce how document service
was crganized, number of personnel (iull and/or part time duty), and
location of docu:rrents service within the libi'ary orzanization; to see
tyves of records maintained and methods used for processing and servic-
ing the collection; to sse the collection, its extent, and how organized
(separate and/or intograted); to see library facilities; to provide pro-
fessional advice, and answer quastions on problems; to advise on weed-
ing, organization, and record kesping; to pick up discards and help with
: duplicates; to prenare for workshops and meetings; and to publicize the
i? services which might be provided by the regional.

With respect to visits I feel strongly that such visits by a reg-
ional reoresentative should b: for the purpose of assistance, and not
g for inspection. The law itself svecifically says "assistance®™. It also
E specifically assigns the inspection powers and responsibilities to tho
Suoerintendent of Documents. However, there is one provision of the law
j which might be interpreted as assigning inspection power to a regional
| (provided it is the "library authority of the state"). The justification
! for designation of a new depository must be certified by either every
; existing depository library in the district, or by the state library
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authority (usually the state 1:'|.brary).3 It would appear to me that
the authority to certify new designations also includes an authority to
inspect existing depositories in the distirict to determine the adequacy
of service. I feel that this provision of the law should be amended

to limit certification of new depositories to the state library author-
ity only, which should be further authorized to reccommend withdrawal of
designations as well. There are too many depositories which do not
deserve to retain the designation,

The Depository Library Act of 1962 renewed the authority of the
Superintendent of Documents to "make first hand investigation on con-
ditions (in gepository libraries) for which need is indicnted." (44
U.S.C.1909). However, the inspection program of the Superintendent of
Documents has been conducted mainly by a maii questionneire, the Bien-
nial Investigation Report which is conducted primaz:ily to satisfy the
requirement of the law which states that "designated depository librare
ies shall repori to the Superintendent of Docunznts every two years cone
cerning their condition." The Superintendent of Documents has recently
stated publicly or several occasions that he plans to schedule more on
site incpection and liaison visits to depository libraries.™ Most of
these would probably be conducted by personnel assigrod to the various
new regional offices of the Government Printing Office.

Phone and Letter Reguests.

Questions 40 and 41 concerned the number and types of reference
assistance provided on phone and letter requests. Again, so few reg-
ionals kept statistics that no meaningful data was collected. The ques-
tions also did not gain the desired resvonse since they did not state
specifically thay referred only to that type of reference assistance
provided to other depositoriss in accordance with the law. Most of the
answers indicated specific tyoves of service provided for any telephone
or mail inguiry, to include service to individuals, to other libraries
or librarians, and to depository libraries.

The answers did indicate that regional libraries are service ori.
ented and respond to any reasoncble request, limited only by the amount
of time and resources available to them. These services include making
bibliographic searches and providing publication identification such as
SuDoes number, price, author, and title. Quick reference types of ser=
vice are also provided:- giving answers to specific questions, or pro-
viding information on sources and where they might be found, With res-
pect to assistance to depusitory ‘libraries, sevaral regionals also re-
ported providing assistance on the operation of the depository program,
to include clarification of disposal instructions, advice on selection
of items, and advice on record keeping.

Assistance on Item Selection.
In response to question 42, "do you assist new depositories in

selecting items?®, 13 regionals answered "yes, and 21 answered "no®.
Several regionals added the remark that they assisted upon request.

The other regionals would probably also provide such assistance, if asked.
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However, I feel that regionals should take a more active role in this area,
not only for new depositories, but for older depositories as well. This

is one area in which the regionals can do a considerable amount of good.
One regional library which saw this need has made a major contribution

to denository library service. The New York State Library sponsored the
preparation of Sylvia Mechanic's book, Annotated List of Selected United
States Government Publications Available to Depository Libraries.5 This
book is valuable not only for its annotations, but also for its selection
of items which are recommended for depositories of various sizes.

One of the things which documents librarians apsear to consistently
complain about is the lack of, or inadequate annotations of depository
items, The Depository Library Act of 1962 requires the Superintendent
of Documents to "issue a classified 1ist of Government publications in
suitable form, containing annotations of contents," (44 U.S.C. 1304) An
analysis was made of 438 new items which the Superintendent of Documents
has added in the last several years. There were amnnotations on only 67,
or 15% of the item cards, which sre the classified list required by law.
In addition to the item cards, the Superintondent of Documents attempts
to provide a sample copy of the new item with the Monthly Survey List.
During 1971, 163 new items were introduced. Sample copies accompanied
the %tem cards and Monthly Survey List in only 100 cases, or 61% of the
total. ‘

However, the major problem is not with the new items, but the items
currently on the 1list. A regional can help both a new, or an older dee
pository with its selection of these items. The best way for a depos-
itory to determine if it wishes to select an item is to actually inspect
a collection which includes that item, and thus see the number and types
of publications involved. For example, the item may include some of the
tynes of publications which the library needs, but the numbers involved
may be so great it would be more feasible for the library to obtain these
publications individually elsewhere. For example, item 323 (Army Regu-
lations) contains two useful reference sources : Official Tables of Dise
tancos (AR 55-60) and Stendards of Medicsl Fitness (AR 40-501) which
lists the physical re-uirements for selective service. I would not
advise any- selective depository to choose this item which generates

hundreds of publications each year just to get these two documents.

Another catch-all, or grsb.bag cstegory are the general publications,

the ".2%" classification items. They are, as Sylvia Mechanic 'describes
them, "the surprise items. One is really not quite sure what to expect
and is continually amazed by the ugique. informative publicstions which
are included under this heading." However, I do not share her en-
.thusiasm, or her oginion that depository "librarians will not question
" their inclusion,.® Not only do I question their inclusion, but so do
many of the documents librarians in my region. They ars reluctant to
select these items since they not only do not know what they will got,
but also how mich they will get. Since they are separate publications,
the amount of record keeping required is greater. One must normally
prepare a separate catalog card for oach piece. My advice is to be
sure (or reasonably sure), rather than sorry. I would recommend that
if a depository is interested in such items, it insvect the collection




it

R SRR AR g S o T el v B e

o

R e Rl e L TP

33 -

of its regional library, or the nearest l-rge academic or public library
which is a depository.

A regional library might suggest certain desireable items which
their depositories should select. My experience has been that manw
depositories are not selerting some very useful periodicals. Price
List, PL 36, Government Periodicals and Subscription Services is a
good selection tovl, since it gathers these together in one place. On
the other hand, I think that the selective depositories can be faulted
for not seeking advice more often. While they can discontinue an item
by having chosen it and gotten a few samples, I think they would save
themselves time, monay, and effort in the long run if they would visit
the nearest large depository collection to inspect it, and determine *
the types and numbers of pieces involved in specific items in which
they are interusted. I am sure that depositories other than regionals
would welcome such visits.

Survey of Selective Denositories.

In response to question 43, "have you made a survey of the selec-
tive depositories in your region?", only five regionals replied "yes".
There is, of course, no legal requirement for a regional library to make
such surveys. It is just another way in which a regional might learn
more about the depositories which it serves, and thercby hope to provide
better sorvice. 1wo of the surveys reported were made in connection
with a government documents workshop.

Such a survey might include questions on: (1) organization (number
and types of personnel assigned; whether or not a separate unit; where
personnel and/or unit are located in library hierarchy); (2) item selec-
tion (number and types); (3) organization of the collection (separate
and/or integrated; number of documents bound; storage/shelving aids;
and number of pieces); (4) record keeping practices (samples of record
cards, acrangement in shelf 1ist order or alphabetically); (5) patron
use of collection; and (6) other matters.

Workshops, Seminars, and Conferences.

In response to question 4%, "have you conducted or sponsored any
workshops, seminars, conforences, or similsr evonto for depositories in
your region?", nine regionals reported that they had cponecored or con-
ducted a total of 19 such events. Twenty five regionals reported that
they had not. Several of these latter regionals reported that they
planned to do so in the future. These meetings are yet another facet
of reference assistance, not required by law, but designed tc improve
the service provided by, and to all depositories in the region. Three
oI these meetings were conducted as part of othor larger meetings or
conferences: two in connection with a state livrary association con-
ference, and one in conjunction with a state library conference on
intorlibrery loan,

26

R o Y o I S P



epn ey IR IR VR

oA R TR T

ywe, T TR I

- .

The proceedings of five of these meetings have been published: those
of California 9 (includes proceedings of three separate meetings in one
publication), New York 10 and N1inois.]1 The Ilinois meeting whose
proceedings were published in a regular issue of the Illinois Libraries
provides a model of this genre and is a good starting point for any
regional which wishes to take this route,

Before the Illinois workskop, a survey and questionnaire was sent
to the other depositories. The replies provided information about the
depositories themselves, plus ideas about problem areas and subjects
which could be scheduled for discussion. The workshop itself was cone
ducted in three parts. In the morning, forwal presentations were made
by several guest speakers, and several Illinois documents librarians on
subjects which it was hoped would interest and inform the group. In the
afternoon, the assembly was broken down into three discussion groups. A
transeript was taken on the main problem arcas discussed. Each group had
a moderator, resource person, and recorder. The topies for discussion
were interlibrary cooperation; bibliographical control; and selection,
use and servioing of documents. At the close of the workshop in the eve-
ning, a summary was presented of the major problems discussed, together
with recomiendations for further action. 12

Newsletters and Announcements.

In response to question 46, ™do you issue a newslstter or similar
annoucement to inform depositories about the program, or sbout specifie
publicaticng, series, or item?", only four i-cgionals replied ™yes".

Such a Jevice cozld be used to exchange information among the depos-
itories within the region. It might even include discard and duplicate
lists. From my response, the model of this genre was "The Shipping List"
published by the University of Virginia Alderman Library. Other region-
al libraries who are interested in following this route would do well to
examine an issue for ideas.

Other Refersance Assistance.

In response to question 4?7, "what other sssistance do you provide
to depositories 7", the Jvlloving things were specifically mentioned:
union list of items solected by depositories within the region (three
times) ; advice on organization and management of depository collection;
advice on regulations regarding isposal; inviting visits from depose
itories to discuss their probloms; first choice on duplicates. One
regional reported a commendable cffort which it coordinates regarding
the problem of non.depository publications. It collects and consolidates
lists of non-depository publications for which a SuDocs number has not
spoeared in the Monthly Catalog, and sends them to the Superintendent
of Documents with the request that a number be assigned. One regional
answered "any required®, and another regional answered unfortunately
"not enough", which taken together illustrates a devotion to service
exercised by regional 1libraries within their limited resources of
personnel, time, and money.

N ST e
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b | VII. FEDERAL SUPPORT, -

: The last part of the survey attempted to get the opinions of re-

F gional depository librarians on the need for and/or desireability of

. providing federal support to accomplish the added responsibilities of

b a reglonal library. The subject was brought up and discussed repeatedly .
during the House committee hearings in 1957 and 1958 on depository liba ‘
rary law revisions,l However, by mid 1962 during the Senate hearings :
there was little or no mention about federal support for the regionals.

L What caused the difference?

l Congressional Hearings on Federal Supvort.

In the earlier House hearings many of the witnesses for the library
profession testified that a depository library would probably not accept
the added regional responsibilities without beins provided federal sup=
port. The subcommittee members apneared to be roccptive to providing
such support also.2 As originally introduced, the depository 1library
law amendmont would have required the regional to accept and retain for
a minimum of 20 years, two copies of each depository publication. (H.R.,
9186, 85th Congress), All other depcsitories would have been required :
to retain them for only 10 years, The library profession witnesses
testified that a regional (or research) library would wish to retain
most government. jwblications permanently,3 and that the requirement to
retein two copies of 211 publications would require the regionals to
provide double the aiwunt of storage space thlen used. This represented
a considerable additional expense and investment.

e e, i, b e e

When the revicer »ill was reintroduced in 1962, it had been amended
to provide that a roy..onal would be required to rotain only one copy (or
a microfacsimile ) pcrmmently (I,R. 8141, 87th Congrcsz). Not only was
the requirement to retain two copies dropped from the bill, but a pro-
vision was added for th: Superintendent of Documcnts to provide the
regionals '"microfacsimile copies of certain dopository publications
within the limits of avajlable aporopristions." The intent of this !
provision was tiant the federal government would provide microforms of
old:r and/or less used documents (particularly voluminous material) :
which the regional could substitute for its hard copy to conserve space. ¢
This was apparently insoirted to offset the added cost to the regionals i
in performing their additional responsibilsi ties,

However, the Public Printer strongly object now about his added
costs, and influenced the deletion of this pravision from the act. :
The 1library respresentatives apparently did not object too strongly to |
, this deletion because they had achieved their major goal from the
| - legislation: increased the number of congressional designations from ]
" 1l to 2 for each senator and representative. They had also pushed i
through the provision that non-GPO publications would be provided

through the depository library system. The Public Printer was probably
} more Vviolently opposed to the non-CPO publ.ications provision.5 So the
E librarians came out even in their basttles with the Public Printer:
£
i
£

DA A e

won one, and lost one.
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Additiona)l Resources Expended by Regionals.

In response to question 48, "what additional resources have you
added, or expended due to vour designation as a regional?", 1l regionsls
renlied "mone®, and 13 regionals listed some type of augmentation (of
these, 11 mentioned additional space, and 12 mentioned additional per-
sonnel,) However, it is difficult to determine if these additional re-
sources were due mainly to their designation as a regional, or were due
to normal growth, During the past decade, the number of active items has
increased appreciably, though the non-GPO items authorized by the 1962
law represent little of this increase. Not only has the number of items
increased, but the number of pieces, and the size of those pieces -for
many items has greatly incroased. More items have been added than have
been withdrawn.

How have the documents collections of the regionals increased as a
result of their new status? They must now accept all items offered.
However, mos* of the regionals were previously "all" depositories, or
had selente: rcarly all of the items offered, They are now required by
law to retziz #ll derasitory publications perman:ntly, either in hard
copy or mizrafzim., However, zs research librari=s it is probable that
most of them wouid have retained much of these materials anyway. Indeed,
the bill as ciiginally introdured would have peii:itted a 20 year retention
pericd, which was changed to a nermanent retention period primarily due
to the testimony of the library profession witnesses, I do not feel that
the collections have increased aporeciably solely due to the assumption
of regional rosponsibilities.

How about interlibrary ioan responsibilities? The ovidence from
this survey is inconclusive. It appears that most of the regionals pro-
vide interlibrary loan service to all libraries which might otherwise
be in the area served by the parent library. It is difficult to isolate
the number of requests which have come specifically from the other de-
positories in the region. It was also impossible to determine from the
survey whether the amount of interlibrary loan service provide to other
depositories as required by law has been influenced by the liberal five
year retention and discard provisions of the law.

Most of the added responsibilities and need to expend additional
resources oceur in the area of providing assistance in disposal, and
for rcference assistance. The regional must receive requests from, and
authorize a selective depository to discard any publicatlon which it has
hold a minimum of five years. However, the added amount of resources
which it mast expend to perform this function is within its control.
Both the law and Instruetions to Demository Libreries permit the re-
gionals to exorcise thae “widest possibie latitudoe in their operations,”
The regional may prescribe what type of discard list it wants: general,
detailed, partially dotailed, or none at all. Requirements for a de-
tailed list may indeed discourage some dopositories from seeking per-
mission to discard older materials.

The regional may also determine the amount of assistance it will
provide to help the depositories to dispose of the unwanted materials,
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It may require the holding library to make all offerings and process the
requests for the materials, On the other hand, the region:l may act as
a clearinghouse and cumbine the lists from its depositories, mail the
offering 1ists, process the replies, and then issue instructions to the
holding library on where to send the matorials. The regional may even
relieve the depository of all work in the disposal operations, except
submitting a general list, It may ask the depositories to ship all dis-
cards to the regional library, which would then complete the disposal
process to include preparing and mailing consolidated offering lists,
processing the replies, and shipping the materials.

As for added resources needed to fulfill the requirements for
providing "reference assistance®, this may also be controlled by the
regional library depending on whether it wishes to play an active or a
passive role, If ig plays a passive role, the amount of resources
devoted to this service may be negligible. It it plays an active role,
the amount may be considerable. Some of the things which the more
active regionals have done to provide such assistance were discussed in
section VI: making periodic visits, conducting workshops and confere
ences, publishing newsletters and announcements, otec.

Iyves of Federal Support Recommended.

In response to question 49, "do you feel that the federal government
should furnish additional supvort to the regional??, 28 regional librar-
lans answered "yos", 2 answered ™o", and four did not reply. Of the two
documents librarians who answered ™o", one felt thzt federal support
should be supplied only if the regional library is a private institution.
So far, all regional libraries are publiely supported institutions. The
other regional libra:..‘-n fell that a library had accented the added res-
ponsibility knowing that federsl support was not provided by the law,
and therefore it did not have to volunteer to accept the designation, °

The regional librarians were also asked to indicate what type of
additional federal supoort should be provided. Their replies may have
been influenced by the fact several tymes of support were suggested in
the question. The following types of support wi.ich had been suggested
were specifically menticwed: travel money (9 times), dupli cates (9
times), and microforms (15 times). Funds for additlonal personnel were
mentioned five times. The following items were mentionad at least once
each: storage costs, counercial indvxes and references for government
publications, non-depository publications, microform equipment (men-
tioned together with microforms), free postage, funds for workshops,
and funds for binding. These items are discussed below,

=== Duplicates and Microforms.

Regional librarians would like to have duplicates provided for
heavily used materials only. They do not want two copies of all de=-
pository publications which would have been provided by the bill orig-
inally introduczd in 1957. They would also like microforms for several
reasons: as back-up for their original hard copy, and in other cases
to substitute for the original hard ecopy to conserve storage space.

40
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' A rumber of depository publications are available in microform. These
I were discussed on pages 13-15 above. Feder-al funds might be provided
: for regionals to purchase these matarials,

{

During 1962 the‘Public Printer was opposed to furnishing microforms
which would have been concerned with older materials. These were intended
to save space (and costs) for the regionals. Now the Public Printer has
proposed his own microform publishing program, which will be limited to
newly published materials. This program is being promoted as a cost
saver for the federal government. It would provide depository copies in
microform in 1lieu of thL: more expendive printed copies. The program may,
however, provila to the regionzis only, both microform and printed copies
of each prilication, One rezional librarian suggested that the federal
government furnish the necsssary reading equipment along with microforms.
This 1s not inciuded in the proposed program.

7 A T O AT
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=== Additiin-]. Staff.

Five roni~nsal librarians suggested that fedoral funds be provided
for adcdition:l slaff. Awarding of such grants uisht be difficult to
administer. Any federal sups.: ' which is provide:i should be solely for
those additicnal expenswes incurred as a result of the added regional
responsibllities. Those may he difficult to isolate. The amount of
additional expenses would vary depending on whether the regional plays
an active or a passive role. The number of depositories served would
have some iniluence. The type of library organization for documents
service may also be a facior. A separate documents department usually
has responsibilities for other governmont documents which may include
state documents, foreign government documents, U.Ne documents, and
technical reports. In an integrated or partially integrated collec-
tion, responsibilities for certain functions are fragmented and it
would be difficult to determine how much these other departments
contribute to the documents operation.

In any case, I feel that the programs should be given more support
by the libraries which have accepted these important responsibilities.
A previous survey linitcd to academic libraries which are regionals
shows the very limited =taff which are operating these programs: 19
academic regionals ropoirted that the average mimber of full time equiva
alent personnel assigned to government documents work was: librarians -
1.6; librarian assistants (non-professionals) - 2.1; and student assis-
tents - 1.6. It is generally acknowledggd that government documents are
most heavily used in academic libraries. At most of the reporting
libraries, these personnel were also responsible for other types of
eovernment documents in addition to U.S. depository publications. Ser-
vice hours are usually much longer at academic libraries, although a
separate documents department may not maintain the same hours as the
rest of the library.

-

--= Free Postage for ILL and Disposal Operations.

One regional librarian sugeested that free postage should be
provided. This remark could have referred to postage costs incurred

;
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in interlibrary loan end also disposal operations. As such, it could
be expanded to include administrative costs for these operations. For
example, in disposal operations (gift and exchange) the donor library
has traditionally requested reimbursement only for shipping charges
(usually postage). However, a consideratle amount of other expenses
is involved: offering lists must be prepared, mailed, and processed;
suitable shipping materials (boxes, tape, labels, etc.) must be ob-
tained; and the packages must. be packed and prepared for shipment.

Thus a regional or library which makes an effort to find a willing
home for the maximum number of pieces, while destroying the minimum nume
ber, incurrs a greater cost than the librery which exercises less init-
iative and takes the easy route. Provision of federal supoort to this
activity may encourage more regionals to take a more active role, and to
establish greater cooperation among themselves in exchanging duplicate
lists.

-=« Reference Books and Indexes.

One regional librarian suggested that federal funds (or the actual
books) should be provided for commereially produced reference books and
indexes pertaining to U,S., government documents. I would imagine that
such reference books as Sylvia Muchanie's Annotated List of Selected
United States Government Publicalions Available to Depository Libraries,
and the Congrassional Information Service (CIS) Index would fall into
these catugories. As a minimum, the next decennial index to the Monthly
Catalog should be vrovided free to the regivnals if it will be a sales

item as was the last 1951.13€0 index.

~== Non.Depository Fwl.iicaticns,

Mnother regional librarian suggested that funds should be made
available to obtain non-depository publieations, since the regionals
of ten receive requests for these materials. This apoears to be beyond
the intended scope of the current depository library program. However,
perhaps this should not be so, and the non-GPO publications provision
of the Depository Library Act of 1962 should be broadly interpreted to
include this. A case m'zht be made for making the regional depositories
full service libraries for all avsilable federal government publ.icaticns.
If this were the case, the fuderal government might pav the annual sube
scription Tees for the DNocuments Expediting Pro jeet (DocEx), and for the
Readex Microprint non-depository service (to include all back years),
The federal governmenl might also designate the regional libraries to
receive one copy (hard copy or microform) of all publications listed
in the Government, Roports Annoucrments. "

==« Conducting Workshops, Conferences, etc.

Mothex regional librarian suggested that the federal government
might furnish funds for conducting worlkshops, conferences, and similar
meetings, Such a request would require tho federal government to
define more spvecifically the term "refercnce assistance™ in the law,
At present it appears that the state libraries, esnecially when they
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are also the state library authority, are more interested in conducting
workshops, They see their responsibilities as regional depositories
for federal documents to be merely an extension of their responsibility
to provide or support state wide general library service,? However,
the state university and metropolitan public library depository usually
does not have such state wide commitments to provide library service,
and 1s more reluctant to assume such a role.

it Binding (]

Another regional librarian suggested that federal funds should be
made available for binding. Most government publications are printed
in paper back copy. One regional reported that since it has assumed
that status it would like to have most of its depository materials bound.
In his Instructions to Deoository Libraries, the Superintendent of
Documents states that "lioraries are cxpected to include these publications
(unbourd or in paper covers) in their binding progran a&ong with books,
veriodicals, and other privately published materials." However, in
this case, an oxception could be made for regional libraries, They are
required by Law to retain these documents permanzntly; the other depose-
itories are not, and may disc:.rd them after five years retention. Fed-
eral funding in this area could be administered cvenly. Every regional
irrespective of its size, organization, or number of depositories which
it serves receives only one depository copy of a publication. Likewise,
if a publication is produced by GPO in .a limited number of bound copies
for a previously selcct addience, that number should be increased (if
necessary) to provide one bound copy to each regionzl.

=== Travel Money.

The fact that travel money was mentioned nine times apvnsars to in-
dicate that more regional librarians would like to make periodic visits
to the selective depositories within their region. The Superintendent
of Documents appears to encourage such visits by including this subject
on his Biennial Investigation Report. However, at vresent no federal
funds are provided for this purpose. Such visits are not reqired by
law, nor should they be unless reimbursement of travel experses is pro-
vided. This would reuire the devository library law to more specifically
define the term "reference dssistance®.

If federal funds were provided for travel, they should be for assis-
tance only, and not for inspection purposes. At present, the Superinten-
dent of Documents has the responsibility and authority for inspection of
depository libraries. If this responsibility for inspection is to be
delegated, I feel that it should be transferred to the state library
authority, rather than to the regional library. Only 15 of the 41 re-
gional libraries are state libraries, and presumably the state library
aathority for their state. In the other states, where the regionals
are academic and/or metropolitan public libraries, the regional might
act as an agent for the state library authority.
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FOOTNOTES

PART X. THE DEPOSITORY LIBRARY ACT OF 1962.

1. U.S. Congress, Joint Committee on Printing, Government Depository
Libraries; the present law governing designated depository libraries,
Committee Print, 92d Congress, 2d session April 1972, pp 1-5 (hereafterr_
referred to as "Committee Print, Government Dopository Librariss, 1972")

All statistics relating to the number and type of depositories in
1972 are based on the material in this publication.

2. U.S. Congress, Senate, Committee oh Rules and Administration,
Subcommittse on the Library, Revising the laws Relating to Depository
Libraries, 87th Congress, 2d session, 1962, S.Rpt. 1537 to accompany
H.R. 8141, p. 4 (hereafter referred to as "S.Rpt. 87-1587%)

All statistics relating to the number of possible, actual, and
vacancies of depository designations in 1962 are hased on information
in this publication.

3. U.S. Congress, Senate, Committee on Rules and Administration
Subcommittee on the Library, Hearings, Depository.Libraries, 87th Con.
ig;gsss 2d session, 1962, p. 92 (hereafter referred to "Senate Hearin s,

2"
&4, S.Rpt. 87-1587, p. 7

5. IDbid.
6. Iud.

7. U.S. Bureau of the Census, Congressional District Data; districts
of the 9”d and 93rd Congress, 197.-1972.

8. Senzte Hearinnu, 1902, pp. 47-48.

9. Comm>ttee Print, fGovernment Depository Libraries, 1972, p. 1.

10. Clifton Brock, fi'vdaral Depvsitory System; a proposal for change",
CRL 23: 197-206+ (May 1952)

11. Senote Hearings, 1962, pp. 133-146.

12. Brock, op. c¢it., p. 201.

13. Ibid., p. 203.

14, Ibid.

15. These are H.R. 10562, 11458, and 1192l.

16. U.S. Congress, House, Commiliee on Aprropriations, Hearings,
Lexislative Branch Aporepriations ior 1973, 92d Congress, 2d session,
1972, p. 330. '

17. These four states are Alabama, Arkansas, Missouri, and New Mexico.
The state library in all, excapt Arhansas, is also a new depository and
had to obtain a congressionai dasignation.

18. These aro H.R. 10316, 12¢%5, 12606, 12778, and 12933.

19. Yurli Nakata, "Profile of lederal Depository Libraries in Illinois",
I1linois Libraries 53: 437 (June 1971).

20. U.5. Congress, Honse, Coimittee on House Administration, Hearings,
Revision of Depository Library Leus, 85th Congress, 1lst (and 2d) session,
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22. Mildred Benson and Signe Otterson, Roster of Federal Libraries
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p. 1ii.
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24, Ibid., pp. 91-92.
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PART II. REGIONAL DEPOSITORY LIBRARIES. !
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106.108, 183-184, 187, 202, and 208.
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"4, U.S. Government Printing Office, Superintendent of Documents,
Instructions to liepnsitory Libraries, September 1967, p. 5 (hereafter
referred to as "Instruclions to Depository Libraries, 1967).

PART III. RENTENTION POLICY.
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1. Instructions to Depository Libraries, 1967, pp. 10-12.
2, Guide to Mieroiorms ir. Print IWashington: Mierocard Editions,

1961~ annual), 1972, po. 140-150.
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15, 1971.

PART IV. DISPOSAL POLICY.

1. U,S. Government Printing Office, Division of Public Documents,
Special Instrvction to Regional Depositorjes: Disposition of Publications
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6. Ibid.
7. 1bid,

8. Hkobert M. Simmons, "Handling Changes in Superintendent of Documents
Classification®, LRTS 15: 241.244 %Spnng 1971).

9. LeRoy C. Schwarzkopf, "in the iail: More on SUDOCS", LRTS 16:95-97,
(Winter 1972). :

10, Sylvie Mechanic, Annotated List of Selected United States Govern-
ment Publications Aveilable io Depository [abraii.a (New York, H.W.
Wilson, 1971) P. X.

PART V. INTERLIBRARY 1O0AN.

1. Senate Hearings, 1962, pp. 29 and 49.
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APPENDIX A
QUESTIONNAIRE ON REGIONAL DEPOSITORY LIBRARIES
PART T - GENERAL

1. Name of Iibrary: 2, Location:

3. Date library became regionsl depository:

4, Does your area of responsibility include the entire state?

5. If no, explain why, and describe what diwvision of responsibility has
been made:

6. Are there any 'depositories of the executive departments or their
major bureaus and offices, or of independent federal asgencies
located in your region? If yes, please describe the services
you provide to these depositories:

7. Describe your U.S. government documents collectiorr (check a,b,or c):
a. separate___ b, integrated c. senarate,partially integrated___

8. If you checked ¢ above, give a rough estimate nf the number of titles

in the separate and in the integrated parts of the collection, and
the shelf space occupied by each in percentages (ex. Congressional

Record is one title but occupies considerable amount of shelf space.

shelf

titles space
a. 1in the separate collection.s.ceeeccocsvecse % 7
b. integrated in regular library collection... % %

PART IT - RETENTION POLICT

The regional depository is consider:d to have the permanent collec-
tion for its region. Has this affected your retention policy for those
categories of items which you are authorized to dispose of in accordance
with Section 11 of the Superintendent of Documents Instructions to
Depository Libraries?

9. Do you retain bills and resolutions more than one year beyond the
close of the Congress?___If you answered no, do you get a micro-
film edition of bills and resolutions?

10, Do you retain all, or part of the daily Congressional Record after
the bound volumes have been received?

11. Do you retain advance copies of any of the following which are later
superseded by bound volumes:
a. Congressional reports and documents (s/s by Serial Set)?
b. Slip laws (s/s by Statuter: at Large)?
c. Treaties and Other
d. Preliminary census reports (s/s by final bound reports y?

18
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International Acts (s/s by U.S.Ireaties)?
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3 12. Do you file loose leaf page changes?____

13; Do you retain older editions of publications which have been
revised or superseded by new editions?

. 14, Do you retain annual or biennial publicstions of a statistical
: nature which merely revise figures or information and bring thenm
3 up to date? '

15. Do you retain material which has an expirinz-effect date, such as
Civil Service examination announcements, self expiration date
circulars, etc.?

'}*‘ 16. Do you retain the daily House Celendar other than final volume?
17. Do you have collectionsof U.S, government documents in microform?___

18. If you answered yes to question-l'?. do you discard the paper copy of
documents which are reproduced in the microform edition?.

PART TIT - DISPOSAL POLICY

In his Specia] Instruction to Regional Depositories dated November 7,
1962 the Superintendent of Documents offered guidelines and suggested
that as a minimum a request for permission to discard should include
"eurrent item number, series title, and approximate extent of holdings."

N R <Ry gy

19. Have you issued implementing instructions in the form o a guide,
pamphlet, letter, etc. which has been distributed to your selec-
tive depositories? ___ If yes, please enclose copy of directive.

IS LA Rt ) s 15, i Ry a ST = et e

20, Are you satisfied with a general 1ist of the approximate holdings on
the initial application, or do you initially require a detailed
list by individual title or number publicatdion in a series? __ ___

21. Do you first screen the 1ist and take pieces which you wish to add
to your collection, including duplicates?

e T, e o (o ot 153 e

22, Do you visit the library to inspect the items on the lists?__

e e

23. Do you request the 1library to first attempt to fimd a taker for the
publicatizns in its local area? ‘

% 24, Are lists circulated to all other depocitories in the region?

25, Are lists of duplicates circulated out-of-state? If yes, are
these 1ists circulated by the regional? or holding library?__

B ST YU U O O

f 26, Do you maintain a want list of publications for your own and/or the
selective depositories in your region? ' -

SRR A (b ks e 2 4

27. Do you accept publications for which thera have besn no takers, in
or out-of-state? _
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28. Do your selective depositories have a tendency to request disposal

29.

0.

il.

2.

3.

4.

35.

%.

NOTE ¢

of publications on active items after holding them only five

years, or are most requests for disposal on older publications
or discontinued items? o

Please providé statistic‘si. if available for the past three years:

‘ 1969 1970 1971
a. Nlll'ﬂber Of liStS Sllbﬂﬁtted l._édol'o'.u..oo.;.‘.oooooo. .

b. Number of publications on these 1ists ...easesres
c. Disposition of these publications: . _
(1) accepted by regional ....coeeeceerecsccseescas
(2) transferred to libraries in viecinity of holder
(3) transferred to other 1libraries in region .....
(4) transferred to other libraries out-of-state ..
(5) AeStroyed e ..cieeeecseerrosse sserssnnsconsons
6) sold as second hand DBOOKS eseesveerecsestonses
(7) 501d as WaSt@ PAPEr ee.eeciecscrerrciie crsnnes
(8) Otho!‘ €000 8 8 00000000 000 57000 0$00s000800 8000000

Describe other policy and/or problems regarding disposal:

- e

PART IV - INTERLIBRARY LOAN

i§ )
Are interlibrary loan requests for U,S. government documents proces=

sed by: Interlibrary Loan Office? ____ Documents 0ffica?
If a combination of both, describe procedure :

Provide statistics, if available for the past three years:

' 1969 1970 1971
a. Number of libraries submitting requests «....i..e
b. lNumber of reqUEStS c...ccviriecee cottitetoccronne
c. Nunbex of pleces 10aned ....vececossssiscescssses
d. Mumber of requests not £illed (policy) eeeaeeceres
e. Number of requests not filled (not in collection)

What restrictions, if any, do you'place on interlibrary loans (cli.
entelle, loan period, type of material, etc. )% Please describe:

Do you eirculate materials -locall&? 1t yes, please describe
loan policy, and any restrictions on loans:

Have you augmented your resources to provide interlibrary loans
(duplicates, microforms, etc.)? ‘If yes, please deseribe:

What type of materials do you lack in your collection to satisfy

unfilled interlibrary loan requests?

PLEASE PLACE ADDITIONAL COMMENTS ON THE REVERSE SIDE, OR ON A
SEPARATE SHEET OF PAPER.
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37.

38.

39.
4.

k1.

k2.
k3.

bs.

J

PART V ~ REFERENCE ASSISTANCE

In his Bienniel Survey, the Superintendent of Documénts asked if you

made periodic visits to devositories in your region. How many depos-
itories have you visited since your library became a regional?

How many depositories have you visited during the past two years:
within 0.25 mile radius? 26«50 mile radius? 51.100 mile

radius?__ 101-150 mile radius? over 150 mile radius?
“hat was the purpose of the visits? What assistance was given?

Please provide statistics, if available for the past. three years:
1969 1970 1971

a. Number of telephone requests received ......
b, Number of letters received ,i. cceuciericeens

What type of reference assistance was provided on phone and letter
requests?

Do you assist new depositories in selc:ting items?

Have you made a survey of the selective depositories in your region?
If yes, please provide copy, or indicate how it may be obtained.

Have you conducted or sponsored any workshops, seminars, conferences,
or similar events for the depositories in your region? __. If yes,

please indicate date(s), place(s), type of even(s), and number of
vartiecipants for each:

If they are available, please furnish conies of announcements, sched-
ules, proceedings, or other roports of these events. If they have
been' published, please provide citation(s), andfor indicate whero
they can be obtained.

Do you issue a2 newsletter or similar amnouncement to inform yocur
depositories about the program, or about specific publications,
series, or items?___ If yes, please describe and/or send copy.

What other assistance do you provide to depositories?

PART VI .. FEDERAI, UPPCRT

When the regionals were first propo-cd it was often expressed that a
depository would not accept the responsibility of a regional with-
out federal sumpport. What additional resources have you added,or
expended due to your designation as a regional (personcl, space,
collections, ete.)?

Do you feel that the federal government should furnish additiomnal
support to the regional? If yes, what kind (travel money,
duplicate copies, microform, etc.)!?
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APPENDIX B - NUMBER OF DEFOSITORY LIBRARIES AS OF APRIL 1972
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APPENDIX C - NUMBER OF NEW DEPOSITORY LIBRARIES 1962-1972

Academic Publ State

State Umiv Coll
Ala.
Maska
Ariz.
Ark.
Calif,
Colo.
Conn.
Del.
D.C.
Fla.
Ga,
Hawaii
Idaho
ni.
Ind.
Towa
Kan.
Ky.
La,
Maine
Md.
Mass.
Mich,
Minn.
Miss.
Mo,
Mont.
Neb.
Nev,
N .H [ ]
N [ ] J [ ]
N.M.
N.Y.
N.Car.
N.Dak.
Ohio
Okla.
Cre.
Pa,
R. I.
S.Car.
S.Dak.
Tenn..
Tex.
Utah
Ve,
Va,
Was.
W.Va.
Wisc.
Wyo.
*Torr.
TOTAL
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Puerto Rico, and Virgin Islands
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APPENDIX D
LIST OF REGIONAL DEPOSITORY LIBRARIES

ALABAMA - University of Alabama Library, University, Ala,
ARIZONA - Department of Library and Archives, Phoenix, Ariz.
= University of Arizona Library, Tucson, Ariz.
CALIFORNIA - California State Library, Sacramento, Calif.
COLORADO ~ University of Colorado Libraries, Boulder, Colo.
« Denver Public Library, Denver, Colo.
(NOTE: also temporarily serving the state of Wyoming)

CONNECTICUT « Connecticut State Library, Fartford, Conn.

FIORIDA - University of Florida Libraries, Gsinesville, Fla.

IDAHO - University of Idaho Library, Moscow, Idaho

ILLINOIS - Illinols State Library, Springfield, Ill.

INDIANA - Indiana State Library, Indianapolis, Ind.

IOWA - University of Iowa Library, Iowa City, la..

KENTUCKY - University of Kentucky,Margaret L. King Library,Lexington, Ky.
IOUISIANA - Louisiana Polytechnic Institute, Prescott Memorial Library,

Ruston, La,
- Louisiana State University Library, Baton Rouge, ba.
MAINE - University of Maine, Raymond H. Fogler Library, Orono, Me, |
(NOTE: also serves the states of New Hampshire and Vermont

MARYLAND - University of Maryland, McKeldin Library, College Park, Md.
MASSACHUSETTS - State Library of Massachusetts, Boston, Mass.

MICHIGAN - Michigan State Iibrary. Lausing,Mich.

= Detroit Public Library, Dstroit, Mich,

MINNESOTA - University of Minnesota, Wilson Library, Minneapolis; Mihn.
MONTANA - University of Montana Likrary, Missoula, Mont.

NEVADA -~ University of Nevada Library, Reno, Nev,

NEW JERSEY - Newark Public Library, Newark, N.J.

NEW MEXICO - University of New Mexico,Zimmerman Library,Albuquerque,N.M.

- New Mexlco State lerary, Santa Fe, N.M,
NEW YORK - New York State Library, Albany, N.Y.
NORTH CAROLINA - University of North Carolina Library, Chapel Hill, N.C.

NORTH DAKOTA -« North Dakota University Library, Fargo, N.D.
(NOTE: in cooperation with University of North Dakota,

Chestor Fritz Library, Grand Forks, N.D.

OHIO - Ohio State Library, Columbus, Ohio
OKLAHOMA .~ Oklahoma Department of Libraries, Oklahoma City, Okla.
OREGON - Portland State University Library, Portland, Ore.
PENNSYLVANIA - Pennsylvania State Library, Harrisburg, Pa,
TEXAS « Texas State Library, Austin, Tex.

-« Texas Tech University, Lubbock, Tex.
UTAH - Utah State University, Merrill Library, Logan, Utah
VIRGINIA~ University of Virginia, Alderman Library, Charlottesville,Va.
WASHINGTON - Washington State Library, Olympia, Wash.
WEST VIRGINIA - West Virginia University Library, Morgantown, W.Va.

WISCONSIN « Milwaukee Public Library, Milwaukee, Wisc.
- State Historical Society Library, Madison, Wisc.
(NOTE: in cooperation with University of Wisconsin,

Memorial Library, Madison, Wis.
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